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This Week— 








By M. I. N. 1. 


The Senate moved en masse from its 
Chamber to watch the parade on Army 
Day. And then it passed the Army appro- 
priation bill, adding 43 million dollars 
to supply Army requirements. Let’s have 
more parades on crucial legislative days! 

* * ” 


Nor was money the only grant made by 
Congress for the Army. It enacted the 
bill authorizing 2,000 more officers for the 
Service. Then the Senate appropriated 
for the pay of 553 additional officers and 
6486 additional enlisted men. That’s ac- 
tion, isn’t it? 

% a ” 


Other things of importance: Senate 
hearing on the Regular’s pension bill, and 
favorable report by the House Military 
Committee of the General Staff Corps 
Eligibility bill and the National Guard 
Caretakers bill. 

1% o Oo 

As to the Navy: Early termination of 
the hearings and favorable report by the 
Senate Naval Committee of the Naval ex- 
pansion bill, and continuance by the 
House Naval Committee of its hearings 
on the reform of the Navy and Marine 
Corps Selection system. Surely a record 
week for National Defense. 

” - * 


The President expressed to Secretary 
Woodring his pleasure at the fine appear- 
ance of the troops participating in Wash- 

on’s Army Day celebration. They de- 

ed his commendation. Our pacifist 
senator, Frazier, of North Dakota, who 
Wanted the Senate to recess to see the 
parade, subsequently announced it was a 
‘wonderful sight.” Brig. Gen. William 
Bryden was marshal of the show. 

» ~ ” 

W Maj. Gen. Milton A. Reckord, 
flan eight other National Guard 
vilieers OF General rank, appeared before 
the House Military Committee this week, 
th committee surrendered and reported 





out th legislation in the interest of the | 


Guard which he sought. Victory from a 
maneuver in force. 


* * * 


Officials at the War Department ex- 
— Satisfaction with the publicity 
: net for the Army as a result of the 
Gen” put on for the news reels by Brig. 
7 - Asa Singleton, at Ft. Benning. The 
ctures enthused the audiences. 


* - * 


enn well be that the move of the 
rlands to strengthen its Kast Indian 
ee was responsible for the assign- 
duty of Capt. Monroe Kelly, USN, to 
- Ang Naval Attache of our Legation 

= Hague. I understand the Dutch 
ee has welcomed our action, 
probl t enables them to discuss their 

ems with an American expert. 
” * 7 


Be a good press relations officer and get 
8N . Lt. Comdr. L. P. Lovett, 
Tan’ and now Lt. Bernard L. Austin, 





Conferees to Decide on Increases for Army 


Carrying a record total of $491,225,313, 
the Military establishment appropriation 
bill was passed by the Senate and sent to 
conference this week. The increase of 
more than 43 million dollars in the mea- 
sure over that passed by the House is 
intended to provide for: 553 additional 
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| 
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commissioned officers, 6,436 additional en- | 


listed men, creating the Regular Army 
Enlisted Reserve, construction at Army 
posts, 228 anti-tank guns, 167 anti-air- 
craft guns and ammunition, tools and ma- 
chinery for semi-automatic rifles, sea- 
coast defenses, construction at National 
Guard camps of instruction, 4,470 addi- 
tional 14-day trainees for the Reserves 
and additional ROTC units. 

The following conferees were appointed 
by the Senate: Senators Copeland, Hay- 


den, Thomas of Oklahoma, Sheppard and | 


Townsend. The House probably will ap- 
point its entire subcommittee on Army 
appropriations as conferees. They are: 
Representative Snyder of Pennsylvania, 


WD Asks Air Corps Increase 
An inerease in the enlisted strength of 
the Air Corps, to care for the enlargement 
of the Army plane strength and larger 
and more complex aircraft being acquired 
today, was asked of Congress this week 
by the War Department. 

In a letter to the Speaker of the House, 
the Department proposed that the Na- 
tional Defense Act be amended so as to 
raise the authorized enlisted strength of 
the Air Corps from 16,000 to 21,500. It 
was indicated, however, that an actual in- 
crease of only 3,100 men would be re- 
quired for the present authorized number 
of airplanes, 2,320—to be attained by 
July 1, 1941—as the strength of the Corps 
already has been expanded 2,400 men 
under the discretionary authority to in- 


| 





crease or decrease branches by 15 percent. | 


The Senate Military Committee 


ap- | 


proved the measure, April 7, and reported | 


it to the Senate. 


No change is proposed in the total au- | 


thorized enlisted strength of 280,000 men. 
It is hoped, however, that the Bureau of 
the Budget and Congress, will permit the 
actual strength of the Army to be ex- 
panded beyond the present 165,000 men 
the limit fixed in the annual appropriation 
act—so that the additional men may be 
recruited without reducing the strength 
of any other arm or service. 

The text of the War Department letter 
to the Speaker follows: 


The proposed legislation modifies the pro- | 
visions of Section 13a of the Act approved | 


June 13, 1916, as amended by the Act of July 
2, 1926, (44 Stat. 780), and is intended to cor- 
rect a deficiency in existing law which pre- 
vents the War Department from assigning to 
the Air Corps the number of enlisted men 
which is or may be deemed essential for the 
operation and maintenance of that corps. 
Under the provisions of the National De- 
fense Act the total authorized enlisted 
strength of the Regular Army is fixed for the 
various branches of the Army at a total of 
280,000 men. The actual enlisted strength of 
the Army is determined annually by appro- 
priation acts. It will be recalled that the 


existing pay strength of the Army is 165,000 
enlisted men. The apportionments of enlisted 
men to the various branches of the Army as 
now prescribed is deemed to be satisfactory 
(Please turn to Back Page) 





Dockweiler of California, Terry of Ar- 
kansas, Starnes of Alabama, Collins of 
Mississippi, Powers of New Jersey, and 
Engel of Michigan. 

As the measure goes to conference the 
principal points to be reconciled between 
the two houses are: 

Officer strength: House provided au- 
thority and pay for 12,300 commissioned 
officers; Senate provided for 12,853—an 
increase of 553. 

Enlisted Strength: House bill author- 
ized average enlisted strength of 165,000 
but provided funds for only 162,000; Sen- 
ate bill provides both funds and authority 
for 168,436—an increase of 6,436 In men 
appropriated for. 

Regular Army Reserve — Senate bill 
provides authority and funds for estab- 
lishment of an enlisted Reserve for the 
Regular Army; House bill does not. 

Construction—Senate bill provides for 
construction at Ft. Sill, Okla., Ft. Mis- 

(Continued on Newt Page) 





Increase Army Officer Strength 

Authority to increase the officer 
strength of the Army to 14,659 officers— 
an enlargement of about 2,000—was ap- 
proved by Congress this week. 

The measure was passed unanimously 
by the House on Monday without debate 
and taken up the following day in the 
Senate and approved without a dissenting 
vote. It now goes to the President for 
signature. The officer increase authorized 
by the bill, under plans of the War De- 
partment will be accomplished in six an- 
nual increments if funds are made avail- 
able and the officers will be secured from 
the sources already authorized by law. 


When the bill was considered in the 
Senate Tuesday, the following debate oc- 
cured : 

Senator Sheppard, Mr. President, in order 
to make a beginning in providing the neces- 
sary officer personnel necessitated by the in- 
crease in the enlisted strength of the Army 
to 165,000, by the antiaircraft artillery pro- 
gram, by the legislation increasing the Air 
Corps, and the need of additional officer in- 
stuctors for the civilian components, such as 
the National Guard, the Organized Reserves, 
the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, and the 
Cc. M. T. camps, I ask that House bill 9605, 
which passed the House a day or two ago— 
as identical bill being on the Senate calendar, 
reported favorably by the Senate Military Af- 
fairs Committee—be now considered. 

Senator King. Mr. President, I should 
like an explanation of the bill. It seems to 
me that one step leads to several others; and 
it would seem, from the statement just made 
by the Senator, that this measure will call 
for an expenditure of millions of dollars, not 
only for the coming year but for an indefinite 
period. 

Senator Sheppard, It will call for an in- 
creased appropriation of about $600,000 the 
first year, and an increase of a like amount 
annually for the following 3 years. Then the 
total limit of 14,659 officers will have been 
reached, and the appropriation for officer 
personnel will represent an increase there- 
after of about $2,400,000 over present cost. 

The bill also increases the number of 
Thomason Act appointees to 10% of the 
number authorized for training. This 
means that 100 Thomason trainees may 
be commissioned each year. The act 
specifies that the number so commissioned 

(Please turn to Back Page) 














Surety of Use of ‘Fitted’ 
Naval Officers Opposed 





Beginning below and continued on page 
704 and subsequent pages of this lspue, 
is a complete account of this week's hear- 
ing on Naval and Marine Corps Selection. 

The statement of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Navigation begins on page 702, while 
the statement of the Major General Com- 
mandant of the Marine Corps begins on 
page 708. 











Modification of the compromise selec- 
tion bill to provide only partial employ- 
ment of officers advanced as “fitted” un- 
der its provisions was proposed to the 
House Naval Committee by the Navy De- 
partment this week, but met with little 
favor. 

Rear Adm, Adolphus Andrews, Chief 
of the Bureau of Navigation, told the 
committee that under the bill HR 9997 
more than a thousand officers will be car- 
ried in the grades of lieutenant com- 
mander, commander, and captain, in a 
“titted” status, over and above the au- 
thorized strengths of those grades. Con- 
tending that such officers would not be as 
valuable as young officers, he urged that 
the bill be amended to permit the Presi- 
dent annually to fix the number of offi- 
cers promoted as “fitted” that should be 
employed and that the remainder be re- 
tired. 

Representative Melvin J. Maas, R. of 
Minn. strongly opposed the suggested 
umendment, declaring that it “struck at 
the heart of the bill.” He urged that this 
provision of the bill be left as it is, and 
the committee probably will go along 
with him. No one on the committee took 
up the Admiral’s proposal, 

During the first four days of this week, 
the committee went over the bill thor- 
oughly, hearing Admiral Andrews and 
Maj. Gen. Thomas C, Holcomb, Com- 
mundant of the Marine Corps. A number 
of amendments were tentatively agreed 
on, and while a number of other witnesses 
are to be heard from, the bill is now about 
in the form that the leaders of the com- 
mittee will urge that it be reported. 
There will be opposition from those who 
wish to see more far-reaching changes 
effected, but present indications are that 
the opposition will not be strong enough 
to prevent the measure from being re- 
ported, 

It has been decided to exclude the Staff 
Corps from the bill and take up a com- 
panion Staff bill just as soon as the hear- 
ings on the present measure are con- 
cluded. In accordance with this decision, 
the committee voted to exclude the Staff 
Corps from the revokable commission 
feature of the measure. The Marine 
Corps, however, comes under the measure 
and receives authorization for increasing 
the officer strength of the Corps by 50 
per cent. 

Except for the question of employment 
of “fitted” officers, and one other proviso, 
the committee and the Department are 
now in agreement as to the terms of the 
bill. The committee agreed to one of the 
Department's objections to the measure 
—excluding medical records from selec- 

(Please turn to Page 704) 
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Newspaper Editors Discuss Ban on Helium Shipments to Germany 


The United States is now faced with one of the most delicate matters of policy 
that has developed in her trade relations in some time. Since the tragic loss of the 
dirigible Hindenburg, there has been agitation to permit the exportation of helium gas 
to Germany for use in commercial lighter-than-air craft. ‘The government, inspired 
by public opinion shortly after the disaster, set in motion the legislation which would 
permit the sale of helium to Germany. At the time this was done, popular sentiment 
in America favored the idea. Germany’s aggressive policy in recent months has, how- 
ever, swung popular sentiment toward a non-exportation policy. Last week, as quoted 
in the AkMy AND Navy JouRNAL, press dispatches from Germany stated that the 
German war ministry had abandoned any thought of using the dirigible as a war 
weapon. American lighter-than-air exponents differed sharply with the German re- 
ports, calling attention to the effective use of the rigids over the North Sea during the 
war. 

Below are quoted editorials from the daily press of the nation, on the question 
of the exportation or non-exportation of helium. 


“Considering the conditions which now prevail in Europe,” says the Wheeling, 
W. Va., Intelligencer, “it would be the last word in naivete to expect that any new 
dirigibles now under construction would be used solely for commercial purposes. 
When dictators are on the march, the best of promises and assurances become mere 
scraps of paper. 

“The sensible thing for the United States to do, with war now threatening all Europe, 
is to keep its supply of helium for itself, instead of turning it over for belligerant 
use by other nations.” 


The Chicago, Ill, Tribune writes, “It would be stupid to have any doubt about the 
matter. If Germany imported the gas and needed it for military purposes it would 
be so used. No agreement would prevent it. It would be used against Czechoslovakia 
if the Nazis thought they needed it there, and if there were occasion it would be 
used against the United States. If Hitler wanted to send a Zeppelin filled with 
helium against Brazil, the helium would be used. No guarantee to the contrary would 
he worth anything. War cancels such pledges and the Fascist powers particularly 
understand that their good faith is not involved when it runs counter to their needs 
of the moment.” 


The St. Paul, Minn., Dispatch, believes that we should permit exportation. The 
Dispatch says, “The United States should make its helium available abroad for com- 
mercial use, but there is no way of being sure that such gas, in the event of war, 
would not be used for military dirigibles. 

“Cotton, oil and metals are also potential war materials. No one suggests that 
America stop selling such commodities for fear that they will be used in war. The 
difference is that the supply of helium is very limited. The United States should 
share its helium for the development of the useful arts of peace, but where military 
demands are concerned, the requirements of American defense come first.” 


The Christian Science Monitor, of Boston, adopts the same attitude, “The trans- 
oceanic operation of lighter than air craft represents one of the most commendable 
of Germany’s present day activities. The use of a non-inflammable lifting gas has 
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proved indispensable to that enterprise. Mr. Ickes is entitled to bis own Dersony 
opinion of the policies of the German government, but it should not block a fair ay "i 
humane attitude toward a great development in the field of air transportation,” net 
offi 
The Cleveland, Ohio, Plain Dealer, writes, “To inflate a ship the size of the bur ~ 
Von Hindenburg requires 6,000,000 cubic feet. Germany has ordered 19,800,000 cubis os 
feet from the United States. That is far beyond the supply required for leakagal prt 
“A supply of helium for military purposes would make Germany much Stronge o 
in the air. Zeppelins which would not go up in flames from one hit from anti-airengll pot 
guns could bring terrible destruction to crowded cities. Even the vulnerable hydry V 
filled Zeppelins of the World War days brought havoc in their raids. The world jt ®! 
had too bald a lesson from what has happened in Spain to be indifferent. This alot tT 
justifies Secretary of the Interior Ickes in holding up shipments.” turl 
A 
the 


The Dubuque, Iowa, Tclegram Herald, says, “Ickes stands adamant against the on 


unless guarantees are forthcoming. And that’s the real snag: how can we secure» 
guarantees? A promise by Hitler will not suffice. pag’ 

“The suggestion has been made that we sell enough helium to fill one commer: = 
dirigible, and then make available enough to replace leakage on every trip it mab “] 
across the ocean. Something like that ought to be worked out if we go through wal that 
the transaction. It would fulfill our obligations, and yet prevent any extensive gf 
version of the gas for military purposes. If Hitler doesn’t like the idea, then outrigy = 
cancellation is in order.” 


As the Augusta, Ga., Chronicle views the situation, “When the United States agn 
to lift the ban on helium, on which this country holds a corner, it was done with tj 
purpose in view of encouraging trans-oceanic air service, and at the same time prev 
another catastrophe as the burning of the Hindenburg. 

“Since that time, however, much water and almost some blood, has passed overt 
European dam, and Germany has proved herself a thoroughly unreliable nati 
Hlitler’s unwarranted seizure of Austria, and his other treaty-breaking acts, has» 
flected upon Germany’s trustworthiness. Therefore, Mr. Ickes rightly decided that: 
assurance has been given his department that Germany would not use the helin 
which we would sell her for the purpose of further pressing her campaign of aggress 
expansion. 

“Mr. Ickes is acting on the theory that an upright individual wouldn’t sell weap 
to a gangster, especially if he knew the latter had recently committed an unlawt 
deed.” 


The Springfield, Ill., Register writes, “German representatives at Washington ly 
been moving heaven and earth to get this shipment through, and for the past 
months a ship from the Zeppelin Company has been anchored at Houston, Texas. 

“The hesitancy in official quarters to accept the representations made thus far 
sufficient guarantee of non-military use of this helium is understandable. Does anye 
who has followed the trend of events recently doubt that the gas would be used fi 
military purposes if it were so needed? Or that any amount of protest would alt 
the situations?” 








by calling names in a voice audible to 


has a right to develop the full facts in rela- | about it. ‘When the facts were presented t 





To Decide Army Increases 
(Continued from First Page) 


soula, Mont., Kelly Field, Tex., and Ft. 
Francis E. Warren, Wyo., and extension 
of water supply at Ft. Huachuca, Ariz. ; 
House bill does not. 

Ordnance—Senate increased this item 
by $15,806,225, including $1,200,000 for 
tooling and machinery to increase pro- 
duction of semi-automatic rifles and $14,- 
606,225 comprising 228 anti-tank guns, 
$912,000; ordnance, anti-aircraft mate- 
riel, including 167 anti-aircraft guns and 
accessories, $11,768,770, and anti-aircraft 
ammunition, $1,925,445. In addition the 
Senate boosted the contract authorization 
from the $2,900,000 proposed by House to 
$12,900,000, stating that this increase 
would provide procurement of one-half 
of the remaining deficiency in anti-air- 
craft materiel, 

Seacoast Defenses: House bill appro- 
priates $6,748,558; Senate bill provides 
$23,539,305. 

National Guard: Senate includes $500,- 
000 for construction at purely National 
Guard camps; House does not. 

Organized Reserves: House bill pro- 
vides for 25,530 14-day trainees; Senate 
bill provides for 30,000, 

Reserve Oflicers’ Training Corps: Sen- 
ate bill $273,760 higher than House bill 
and includes provision that such funds 
can not be placed in administrative re- 
serve. 

The bill was taken up on the floor of 
the Senate, April 5, with the intention of 
passing it that day. But Senator Cope- 
land, who had charge of the measure, and 
Senator McKellar became embroiled in a 
battle which started over the advisability 
of the seacoast and anti-aircraft defenses, 
which Senator McKellar opposed. The 
squabble became personal, and after 
Senator McKellar labelled Senator Cope- 
land’s statements as “absolutely false and 
untrue, without a word of truth in them 
one way or the other” and then concluded 





those in the gallery, the Senate shut off 
the debate and let the measure go over 
until April 6. 

When on the next day the Senate re- 
sumed consideration of the Military Ap- 
propriations, Senator Copeland delivered 
an excellent address in defense of the bill 
as increased by his committee. In it he 
spoke as follows: 

Text of Copeland Address 

Mr. President, because we differed some- 
what yesterday regarding these matters, I 
wish to make a statement, as complete as I 
am capable of making, In order that the Sen- 
ate and the country may know the real nature 
of this congressional controversy. I do not 
think that at heart there is any difference of 
opinion in the Senate. It is a question about 
procedure, and whether it is wise to do a 
great deal this year, instead of distributing it 
over several years. Anyway, in order that the 
matter may be understood, I will state the 
situation as I see it. 

The attention of the Senate has been drawn 
in the main, as I have said, to the increase 
under the appropriation for ordnance service 
and supplies, and the increase under the ap- 
propriation for seacoast defense. These are 
in fact the largest increases which the Appro- 
priations Committee of the Senate has rec- 
ommended throughout the bill. They serve to 
make this bill the largest peacetime bill which 
has ever been presented to the Congress of 
the United States. I shall attempt to justify 
the proposal in my further remarks. 

The Secretary of War sent to the Bureau 
of the Budget an estimate of $481,739,670. 
The total of this bill, as reported to the Sen- 
ate, is $490,981,813. So the amount which 
the committee have reported is not greatly 
in excess of the amount which the Secretary 
of War asked to be included in the estimate 
of the Bureau of the Budget. 

Responsibility For Defense 

I read the Constitution this morning to see 
what it said. Among the duties of the Con- 
gress, as provided in section 8, article I, is 
the duty— 

To raise and support armies, but no appro- 
priation of money to that use shall be for a 
longer term than 2 years, 

That is our business. It is expressly our 
constitutional duty. Therefore, the Congress 





tion to every matter having to do with the na- 
tion defense. 

The item of “ordnance service and supplies,” 
in which the Senate committee has recom- 
mended the appropriation of $48,038,259, or 
an increase of $15,806,225 over the House 
figures, provides for the following general 
items: The expenses of all our programs of 
modernizing the Army in ordnance equip- 
ment, such as new and improved artillery, 
tanks, vehicles which are necessary for 
mechanized cavalry, machine guns and can- 
non, which are necessary in our new air- 
planes, the semiautomatic rifles necessary to 
equip our infantry, and antitank guns, which 
are increasingly necessary, as shown by the 
operations in Spain and in China. 

Let me say a word at this point about the 
antitank guns. The item is not in dispute, I 
believe ; but it may be interesting to the Sen- 
ate to know that a certain gun has been de- 
veloped—a 1-inch gun, as I recall it—the pro- 
jJectile from which will penetrate the armor 
of a tank. The tank, which was so formidable 
a weapon in the World War, has become a 
rather harmless weapon as the result of mod- 
ern improvements. This fact has been dem- 
onstrated by the experience in Spain and in 
China, So, in the program of modernizing 
the Army, we find the antitank guns. 

Further, the program covers the procure- 
ment of ammunition for our rifles and our 
cannon, and of bombs for our airplanes. The 
program covers jigs, dies, and aids to manu- 
facture. It covers the procurement of the 
necessary antiaircraft matériel to protect our 
cities, our bridges, our railroads, our am- 
munition dumps, and the other essential ele- 
ments and supply points of war stores in any 
theater of operations, and the lines of com- 
munications of our armies, wherever they 
may be. This item is a very important one at 
present. 

In addition to supplying new matériel, this 
item of appropriation necessarily covers large 
sums for the maintenance and repair of the 
articles described, as they are used every day 
in the training of the Army. 

Mr. President, it was because I learned of 
the lamentable weakness of our Army in its 
means of defending the coastal cities and 
coastal population, representing 40,000,000 
of our people, that I became so impressed with 
the idea that something ought to be done 








my colleagues upon the subcommittee, wi 
out exception they took the same view wit 
I held. 

Coast Defenses 

It is my purpose, so far as the pre 
Army bill is concerned, to impress upoo 
Senate the necessity of coastal defenses. & 
cept by airplane, the enemy cannot reach 
interior save through the coasts, and the 
defenses we have on the coasts, the betq 
expecially when the Navy is gone. 

Let us imagine a situation in whic 
fleet is destroyed, and there are more way! 
destroying a fleet now than existed 20 7# 
ago. When our fleet is destroyed, the 
tection of our people will depend upoo 
coastal defenses. No one can dispute ¢ 
statement. Therefore, we are advocating 
bor defenses and advocating antiaircraft 
tection in order that there may be safety 
our coasts and protection of the interior 
reason of the protection of our coasts. 

Let me define, in all modesty, the term 
reserves” as it is used by the Army. : 

War reserves are those items of a cite 
nature only which the Army needs to # 
a given number of men, and to maintain 
in combat, before industry can get goltt 
sufficient speed to keep up with the cons 
tion. In a long-continued war, iné 
steams up, and the machinery of war @ 
developed by increased production. Bi 
the critical period, when war comes 
without warning, then it is that we mut 
pend upon the war reserves. 

I speak of “critical items” becaus 
Army list of war reserves does not ind! 
such things as trucks and airplanes pute” 
simple, because the industries which ! 
such things are expected to be able to &% 
very rapidly. The critical items in the 
reserves would include such matters % 
aircraft guns, tanks, machine guns, rifes, 4 
non, and ammunition, which are not 
to any degree in civil life, and for the 
facture of which no provision is made. 

Mobilization Plans 4 

The War Department has a well-th® 
out plan of mobilization in case of emer 
It starts with mobilizing the Regular 
and the National Guard. We mobilise 
we have at the moment. There will be 2?” 
dissipating of the Regular Army t © 
citizen soldiers. Only excess officers 4 

(Continued on Neat Page) 
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Defends Army Increases 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
peeds of the Regular Army troops themselves 
will be available for this training. The other 
needs of training must fall upon the Reserve 
officers. The strength of this initial protec- 
tive force, including the enlisted Army Re- 
serve which we provided for yesterday by the 
passage of a bill, and for which an appro- 
priation is found in this bill, is said by the 
Chief of Staff to be about 400,000 men; and 
this number includes the existing Air Corps, 

poth Regular Army and National Guard. 

What do we lack to make this force effective 
jn the field and to maintain it effective in the 
feild until industry can come into production? 
To answer the question I have asked, let us 
turn to the House hearings on this bill. 

A good deal of attention has been paid to 
the House hearings; but I have taken occa- 
don Since yesterday to study those hearings 
more carefully than I have in the past. On 
page 31 of the House hearings, General Craig 
states the War Department policy in prepara- 
tion of estimates ; and this is what he said: 

“In conclusion, I wish again to point out 
that in the preparation of these estimates the 
amounts included for the maintenance of plant 
and equipment have been restricted to the 
lowest permissible minimum in order that the 
maximum amounts could be devoted to the 
augmentation of armament. Nevertheless, the 
amounts that could be included for the latter 
purpose within the Budget will meet only in 
small part the deficiencies existing in a num- 
ber of items that would be of cardinal im- 
portance in the event of an emergency.” 

I find on the same page that Mr. Snyder, 
the chairman of the House committee, stated: 

“We should like to have an expression from 
you as to what the Army needs and how they 
have been met in the President's message.” 

In reply to this request of Mr. Snyder, Gen- 
eal Craig said: 

“In regard to Army needs, Mr. Chairman, 
we have given a great deal of thought to that 
for a long time. In fact, we think about it 
cutinuously. Deductions drawn from studies 
tht are kept constantly up to date can be 
condensed into a statement which I should 
like to make to the committee at this time.” 

Mr, Snyder. We shall be very glad to have 
such a statement, General. 

General Craig said: 

“The President's message does much to im- 
prove the operating effectiveness of the 
Navy. However, I must point out that ulti- 
mate decision in war comes upon the land.” 

Doughboy Carries On 

I was much impressed by what General 
Craig said to us. He said that after the Navy 
is gone, after the cities have been bombed, the 
doughboy pulls himself out of the mud and 
oes on with the war. In the last analysis, 
far beyond the importance of the Navy, is the 
Amy. When the Navy is gone, when the cities 
are destroyed, it is the doughboy, it is the 
widier, who carries on. 

General Craig stated further : 

“Our active Army is but seventeenth in size 
in the world, including both Regular Army 
ind National Guard. Its deficiencies as well as 
those of the Navy are well known to foreign 
“perts. Bolstering one side of the line and al- 
lowing weakness on the other, in a defense 
stem where both are vital, will not be ef- 
fective.” 

In other words, it is not enough to spend 
‘billion and a half for a big Navy. Unless 
We maintain the Army, we are going to suf- 
fr at some time. In that connection I wish 
say to the country that there is not a dol- 
lar in this bill for offensive warfare. There 
ls not the slightest intent on the part of any- 
me concerned to appropriate money for of- 
(nse, This is purely a defensive bill. 

General Craig proceeded : 

“As to matériel, in order to immediately 
Movide for the shortage in standard essential 
{tems of equipment, including clothing, 
Yapons, transportation, and ammunition for 
‘force of 1,000,000 men, including a balance 
foree of 730,000 men in tactical units, harbor 
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defenses, and overseas possessions, would re- 
quire an expenditure of $1,000,000,000.” 

I continue my quotation from General 
Craig: 

“By using wartime substitutes admittedly 
inferior in quality, but still effective in war- 
fare, and by eliminating many necessary items 
not vital in battle, or quickly available from 
commercial sources, the critical items that can 
be obtained only by slow manufacturing pro- 
cesses for the same force will cost $440,000,- 
000, which is the present war-reserve objec- 
tive for the protective mobilization plan.” 

The statement is made to me that of all the 
devices of war, the one slowest in manufac- 
ture is the antiaircraft gun. I continue the 
quotation : 

“More immediate and urgent is a provision 
for the shortage in critical items of equipment 
for the initial protective force consisting of 
most of the Regular Army and the National 
Guard, which, raised to war strength, would 
be about 400,000 enlisted men. By careful 
analysis, contemplating the maximum use of 
relatively effective substitutes, the critical 
items for this smaller force will cost $160,- 
000,000."" 

I got the impression yesterday from what 
was said that General Craig had never called 
attention officially to the need of these things, 
and I am quoting him exactly where he said 
just a few weeks ago that for the small force 
we needed $160,000,000. I quote him further : 

“This item does not include aircraft or 
trucks, since, in these cases, both industries 
are capable of expanding their capacity for 
military orders and there is a great supply of 
trucks In the country ; but it does all types of 
ammunition, including bombs, antiaircraft 
guns and accessories, all critical types of wea- 
pons, tanks, critical items of medical supply, 
gas masks, and other items that would be 
vital in battle and which cannot be procured 
in the time and quantity required from pres- 
ent commercial and governmental facilities. 

“In the present world situation the War 
Department feels it is most urgent to imme- 
diately inaugurate an appreciable part of the 
$150,000,000 program for unforeseen con- 
tingencies and to partially balance and sup- 
port the national-defense program of the 
Navy.” 

Need 150 Million Dollars 

I emphasize this because it was stated yes- 
terday that the Army has never pointed out 
this need; that some of us who were inter- 
ested in it were the ones who brought it for- 
ward; that perhaps I brought it forward. 
As a matter of fact,, the Chief of Staff 
himself—and his statement is printed in the 
hearings of the House—said that $150,000,000 
ix needed for these contingencies in order that 
the Army may be on a parity with the Navy, 
and to give it the support we should give it. 
So this is not a new subject to Congress. It 
is well brought out by the following state- 
ments made by General Craig before the 
Ilouse committee in January, on page 9 of 
the hearings: 

“When I appeared before your committee 
last year—” 

Last year, not this year 

“I stated that our most urgent need in 
ground equipment is antiaircraft armament 
and equipment. I wish again to stress that 
fact. It is anticipated that in an emergency 
the demand for antiaircraft artillery for de- 
fense against hostile aviation will be imme- 
diate and enormous. Our present stocks of 
antiaircraft artillery are entirely inadequate 
to meet the most urgent demands for the pro- 
tection of vital ubjectives on or adjacent to 
our coasts.” 

Those are not my words. Those are 
words of the Chief of Staff. He proceeds: 

“The manufacture of this matériel in the 
quantity needed requires many months, ex- 
tending into years. In consequence its pro- 
curement cannot be delayed until an emer- 
gency arises. Thorough studies have been 
made of the additional antiaircraft equipment 
and ammunition that should be available upon 
the outbreak of war for a defense of the con- 
tinental United States and the overseas pos- 
sessions.” 

Of this amount of $48,000,000 plus, in the 
amendment under discussion, $20,000,000 
will go to the purchase of new antiaircraft ma- 
tériel, accessories, and ammunition. It will 
be a step toward the completion of the Army’s 
requirements in mobile antiaircraft matériel, 
which amounts to approximately $42,000,000. 
It will be less than half the amount stated by 
the Chief of Staff as essential. 

I refer again to the House hearings, on page 
35. Mr. Powers asked this question : 

“Is there any one item included in this cut 
which stands out particularly as being defi- 
client, or in which the War Department feels 
that its preparedness measures have been in- 
adequately supplied?’ 

General Craig replied: 

“Yes; our program for antiaircraft maté- 
riel was cut $8,886,368. We are deficient in 
mobile antiaircraft matériel and we had hoped 
to make a start in remedying that situation.” 

I continue to quote from the hearings: 

“Mr. Powers. You really consider that the 
antiaircraft program as contained in the orig- 
inal Budget estimates is inadequate? 

“General Craig. That was by far the most 





the 





serious cut in military preparedness, and I 
must state in answer to your question that I 
think the program provided by the Budget is 
inadequate. 

“Mr. Powers. Will you elaborate on the sit- 
uation, General? 

“General Craig. Yes, sir; the main items 
of antiaircraft matériel, such as 3-inch AA 
guns, directors, height finders, .50-caliber ma- 
chine guns, searchlights, and listening appa- 
ratus take considerable time to manufacture. 
At the outset of any war the demand for this 
protection would be immediate and enormous, 
particularly in our overseas possessions and 
in the nearest coastal areas which might be 
involved. By expansion of existing units and 
intensive training we could soon have the 
troops necessary to man this matériel, but the 
matériel itself would not be forthcoming for 
quite a while.” 

So he frankly stated that under the act 
there would be men provided, but no guns, 

I read again from page 36. 

“Mr. Powers. General, did you take any 
steps to apprise the Director of the Bureau 
of the Budget of the importance of your anti- 
aircraft estimates? 

“General Craig. Yes.” 

Quotes General Craig 

I am glad to put this in the Record, because 
one of the charges made by Senators yester- 
day was that no argument was made or at- 
tempt made to let the Bureau of the Budget 
know the Army’s needs. 

What is General Craig's reply to this ques- 
tion about whether he asked the Budget Bu- 
reau to do it? I quote from page 36: 

“In my statement to the Budget Director 
on the 1939 estimates I used these words: 

“‘In an emergency the demand for anti- 
aircraft artillery for defense against hostile 
aviation would be immediate and enormous. 
Our present stocks of antiaircraft artillery 
are entirely inadequate to meet the most ur- 
gent demands for the protection of vital ob- 
jectives on or adjacent to our coasts. The 
manufacture of antiaircraft matériel requires 
many months, extending into years. In con- 
sequence its procurement cannot be delayed 
until an emergency arises. A purely defen- 
sive weapon, it is at present our most urgent 
need in ground equipment.’ ” 

Mr. Dockweiler asked a question: 

“When you figure on how much antiair- 
craft you should have in the Regular Army 
and the National Guard regiments, what basis 
do you figure on—what you have to protect? 

“General Craig. We estimate the minimum 
amount of matériel we shall need in any prob- 
able major emergency to protect the threat- 
ened installations and activities most vital to 
the national defense. Our estimated require- 
ments are the result of a careful study by the 
War Plans Division. We have taken into 
careful account the fact that this matériel is 
mobile and could be concentrated where the 
danger may be greatest. 

“Mr. Dockweiler. Your large concentration 
of population, of course comes at the centers 
of manufacture, where there are manufactured 
utilities and things that make life possible to 
a nation. I suppose in your figuring you 
would say, concerning such places, this is the 
kind of place we have to protect? 

“General Craig. Yes; but you will appre- 
ciate that there are many other activities, 
such as navy yards, that must be protected.” 

To sum up the antiaircraft situation, in the 
beginning the War Department, doing its part 
to hold down governmental expenditures and 
to spread the program of expenditures over a 
period of years, submitted a very modest esti- 
mate. The Bureau of the Budget cut the esti- 
mate by approximately $8,800,000, In his 
supplemental message, the President did no 
more in this regard than to restore the War 
Department's original modest estimate. In 
the meantime we have seen war both in China 
and in Europe; and the people of this coun- 
try are becoming more and more concerned 
over the state of their national defense. It is, 
therefore, well worth while that we should 
shorten the period of attainment of the War 
Department's program. 

Seacoast Defenses 

Now, as to the programs for seacoast de- 
fense. Again I must repeat to the Senate that 
the War Department, according to purely mill- 
tary opinion of its estimating agencies, in its 
preliminary estimates stated its needs as $9,- 
878,194. Again the Secretary of War, in his 
good judgment, as an administrative official 
of the Government interested in all the other 
departments of the Government as well as the 
War Department, reduced these estimates to 
$7,769,121, which he submitted to the Bureau 
of the Budget. The Bureau of the Budget re- 
duced those estimates further in the amount 
of $1,954,056, allowing but $5,815,045. Again 
I wish to repeat General Craig’s statement 
on page 31 of the House hearings: 

“Nevertheless, the amounts that could be 
included for the latter purpose within the 
Budget will meet only in small part the defi 
clencies existing in a number of items that 
would be of cardinal importance—in the event 
of an emergency.” 

Let us take a look at the military defi- 
clencies. In these matters of seacoast de- 
fense, the Army endeavors, and very prop- 
erly, to keep matters of detail out of the pub- 


lic hearings of Congress and the record of 
the debates on the floor. It is to the public 
interest to do so. But we can well state defi- 
clencies in terms of money because they are 
deficiencies against the approved program of 
the War Department, and nobody except the 
proper officials know what that approved pro- 
gram is in detail. 

This is not a new story. On page 4 of the 
hearings before the House committee on the 
bill for the fiseal year 1988—that is the bill 
for the present fiscal year, the hearings hav- 
ing been held last year—General Craig stated : 

“Our approved program for seacoast de- 
fenses as presented, at the request of this 
committee, during the hearings on the 1937 
estimates carried for the United States $49,- 
753,502, of which $15,610,153 was for aug- 
mentation on the Pacific coast; for comple- 
tion in Hawall, $6,765,321; for completion 
in Panama, $9,315,842.” 

Mr. President, that statement was made in 
1937. If there has been a failure to “keep up 
with the procession,” and make proper appro- 
priations, it has not been because of the ne- 
glect of the War Department to call them to 
the attention of Congress, because not alone 
in 1938, as I have indicated and read the 
testimony, but in 1937 the same appeal was 
made by General Craig to the Congress. 

General Craig continues: 

“Your committee, in its report of the ap- 
propriation bill for 1937, took cognizance of 
the estimated cost of the required augmenta- 
tion of defenses on the Pacific coast, and in 
Hawali and Panama, totaling $31,691,816, 
and made available for this purpose $7,265,- 
347, an amount which, if annually repeated, 
would provide the above requirements in 5 
years.” 

Well, in 1987 that might have been very 
well, but from what we have seen in Burope 
and in Asia since that time we would not now 
be justified in such a trifling appropriation. 

“Our present and future programs and the 
necessity therefor will be presented to you 
at length by the Chief of the War Plans Di- 
vision of the General Staff; the details of the 
estimates by the Chief of Coast Artillery, and 
the chiefs of the other estimating services.” 

When I speak of deficiencies in seacoast de- 
fenses I refer to— 

The completion of batteries now in process 
of construction. 

The provision of fire-control equipment for 
existing batteries. 

The provision of submarine mine matériel. 

Additional construction of a number of 
batteries for the defenses of important har- 
bors. 

Railway artillery batteries for use in har- 
bor defenses for the protection of the heavy 
seacoast armament against air attack, 

Completion of antiaircraft installation. 

According to the last information which I 
have, the deficiencies in seacoast defenses as 
I have enumerated remaining after the ap- 
propriation of the fiscal yar 1938, are as 
follows: 


Atlantic coast ........ devcceds $31,385,490 
ee GOOD. octcedescnseces eeee 2,752,159 
Pacifie coast ..cccccccccccccs ++ 10,860,868 
United States ...... coveeee 44,908,517 
DPROMRIEE. 2400000008 P eeeeseee 10,280,627 
REE cccecccesecsocvetecses . 6,733,788 
DGG? <cassidooenenssesans 60,962,932 


I have outlined what has been made clear 
by the military authorities, that we need to 
expend $60,962,932. For these purposes the 
House bill provided: 


Dt DD costccdsssbeonsues $2,484,434 
PEND dedesveeess0n0 08s ed6uncdates 1,460,104 
EE 46000040000000060000000000000 1,249,000 

Dates  occcccassveecvtesdes 5,193,547 


The amount provided by the House bill, 
$5,103,547, is just one-twelfth of the amount 
needed. It provided virtually nothing for the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States, 
practically all of the funds being contem- 
plated being employed upon the Pacific coast. 
If, therefore, the appropriation as carried in 
the House bill, or in the bill as it would stand 
if the motion wf the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. Bankhead) should be adopted, should 
prevall, the remaining deficiencies in seacoast 

(Continued on Next Page) 








The Journal Salutes 


This week the AgrMY AND Navy 
JOURNAL salutes; 

Capt. Frederick G. Pyne, (SC), 
USN, who has been assigned to 
duty in charge of the Naval Finance 
and Supply School, Philadelphia. 

Col. Charles J. Miller, USMC, 
who has been assigned to command 
the 4th Marines at Shanghai. 

Col. Karl Truesdell, Inf., USA, 
who on April 1 assumed his new 
rank of brigadier general. 
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Defends Army Increases 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
defenses would be as follows: 


United States ....sececeseveees 514,083 
Panama ....+++++ 06+ bende dgens eee 
Maw : wikicvicdviviedecs ebedaned . 4,484,779 

Met. . 0 caveteas enenae .+ $55,769,385 


Of this remaining deficiency of $55,769,385, 
$20,475,005 is required for antiaircraft pro- 
duetion, for seacoast defenses, harbor instal- 
lations, and such things as the Gatun and 
Miraflores Locks in Panama. 

The Senate bill, as approved by the Appro- 
priations Committee, aims to reduce this de- 
ficiency of $55,769,385 by $16,790,747. The War 
Department stated to the Senate subcommit- 
tee the full extent of its deficiencies, but it 
stated honestly and openly that $16,790,747 
was all that could profitably be expended in 
the fiseal year. That is why we put that 
amount in the bill. 

I have tried conscientiously to answer every 
criticism made in the debate on this bill. I 
believe I have answered all of them. I believe 
the answers are responsive. It is our hope 
in the subcommittee that the Senate will re- 
peat the action it took when it originally 
adopted these amendments, and, after con- 
sidering the proposal of the Senator from 
Alabama (Mr. Bankhead) to reconsider the 
matter, that it will decide to leave the amend- 
ments in the bill. I am satisfied, and the 
members of the committee are satisfied, that 
the coasts of our country are not protected; 
the Panama Canal is not protected; Hawaii is 
not protected. I hope we may have no war; 
I pray God we may not have war; but the 
surest way to keep from having wars is to be 
prepared against them. 

So, Mr. President, having presented the 
matter as thoroughly as I can, I am content 
to leave it to the Senate, and let the Senate 
decide what it shall do. 

Subsequently the increase in appropria- 
tions for Ordnance was put to a vote and 
was favored by 36 to 39. The increase in 
contract authorization for ordnance also 
was voted on and accepted by 37 to 29. 





Army Mutual Aid Association 


During the week, Lt. Col. Louis G. Weis- 
man, Maj. John J. McCollister, Maj. 
Henry P. Gantt, Capt. Lloyd N. Winters, 
Capt. Austin T. Getz, and Capt. Ronald I. 
Pride joined the Association and seven 
members increased their insurance to 
$6,000. 

Benefits paid: Lt. Harold W. Wolf, FA. 





DON’T MARK TIME! 


Kassan-Stein is fully prepared 
with necessary specifications 
for your new regulation Dress 
Blues now required by all 
Army Officers. Get your order 
in now so that every consider- 
ation can be given your indi- 
vidual requirements. 


THE NEW BLUES 


we have already made are ex- 
cellent examples of how regu- 
lations can be followed—yet 
there is that great difference 
in cut, fit and workmanship 
that makes you stand out in 
any gathering. That difference 
is the master craftsmanship of 
custom tailoring that special- 
izes in faultless attire for Army 
Officers. 


KASSAN-STEIN, Inc. 


Custom and Uniform Tailors 
510 ELEVENTH ST., N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 
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Payments to General Pershing 


‘The Senate in passing the appropria- 
tion bill for the military establishment 
this week included therein an amendment 
validating the payments made to General 
John J. Pershing under the bill compen- 
sating government officers for the losses 
in exchange in foreign countries. General 
Pershing was paid the increased amount 
because he was on duty with the Battle 
Monuments Commission in France, but 
the comptroller general subsequently 
ruled that he was not entitled to them. 

The Senate already has passed the au- 
thorization as a legislative measure but 
apparently wanted to assure its enact- 
ment by tacking it on to the appropriation 
bill. The measure also was reported out 
favorably this week by the House Mili- 
tary Committee. In its report the House 
Committee said: 

The bill, 8. 3272, proposes to validate pay- 
ments for exchange losses heretofore made to 
General Pershing while on duty in Europe as 
chairman of the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, to authorize like payments for 
duty heretofore performed during periods for 
which he was not paid exchange losses due to 
the ruling of the Comptroller General and to 
authorize such payments for any similar duty 
General Pershing may perform in the future. 

The committee is aware of the splendid ser. 
vice rendered by General Pershing in connec- 
tion with the American Battle Monuments 
Commission, In this connection, the War De- 
partment in its letter relative to this legisla- 
tion states as follows: 

“To his international fame as commanding 
general of the American Expeditionary Forces 
in France and to his personal activity and 
wise supervision are due the successful com- 
pletion of the program, provided by the Con- 
gress, for permanently marking and caring 
for, in a proper manner, our battlefields and 
cemeteries in France. These duties have been 
a great drain on his personal finances.” 

In the performance of this patriotic duty, 
which was rendered under an appointment by 
the President of the United States pursuant to 
an act of Congress, General Pershing is fully 
entitled in every sense of the word to the 
benefits intended to be conferred by Congress 
in the act of March 26, 1934, designed to meet 
losses sustained by officers of the United 
States while in service in foreign countries, 
due to the appreciation of foreign currencies 
in their relation to the American dollar. 


School of Aviation Medicine 


Graduation exercises for the class of 
flight surgeons who completed their 
course were held at the School of Avia- 
tion Medicine, Randolph Field, Tex., 
March 81, At the exercises Chaplain J. W. 
Westerman delivered the invocation. Lt. 
Col. N. ©. Mashburn, MC, acting com- 
mandant, made the introductory remarks, 
while Lt. Col. John B. Brooks, AC, com- 
manding officer of Randolph Field, de- 
livered the principal address. Brig. Gen. 
James BD. Chaney, AC, commanding gen- 
eral of the Air Corps Training Center, 
presented the diplomas. 

Those graduating were: 

Regular Army Officers—Captains Rein- 
hardt L. Schmidtke, William D. Willis, 
Joseph A. Baird, Jay F. Gamel; and ist Lieu- 
tenants William C, Harrison, Edward Siger- 
foos, 

Medical Reserve—Capt. William R. Stovall. 
National Guard—Capt. Youbert T. Johnson, 
Minn, 

Foreign Officer—Maj. Julio Cesar Aguilera 
(Mexican Army). 

The Staff of the School of Aviation 
Medicine is as follows: 

Commandant—Lt. Col. C. L. Beaven, MC. 
Asst. Commandant—Lt. Col. N. C. Mash- 
burn, MC. 

Dir. Dept. Ophthalmology & Otology—Maj. 
J. M. Hargreaves, MC. 

Dir. Dept. Psychology—Capt. W. A. Carl- 
son, MC, 

Dir. Dept. Aviation Medicine—Capt. C. L. 
Leedham, MC. 

Asst, Dir. Dept. Aviation Medicine—Capt. 
N. W. White, MC. 

Dir. Dept. Neuropsychiatry—Capt. BH. J. 
Kendricks, MC. 

Excutive Officer—Capt. Benj. R. Luscomb, 
MAC. 





Restoration to Active List 


The House Military Committee has re- 
ported a bill to reinstate 1st Lt. William 
B: Blaufuss, USA-Ret., to the active list 
of the Army. 

Lieutenant Blaufuss has had an un- 


officer of the Air Service in the World 
War and was discharged in 1919. In 
1926, he became a flying cadet and went 
through Kelly Field and was commis- 
sioned in the Air Corps. Retired for 
physical disability in 1934, he now con- 
tends that the Army Medical officers 
erred and that he was and is perfectly 
fit. 


GHQ Air Corps Maneuvers 


Closely following the air maneuvers of 
the Second Wing, GHQ Air Force in 
Florida, in which the Second Wing tested 
the feasibility of concentrated air power 
operating at points 500 miles removed 
from their home bases, the Army Air 
Corps has announced the approval of 
plans for concentration and command 
post exercises of the General Headquar- 
ters Air Force during the month of May 
in the Northeastern Section of the United 
States. 

The period from May 1 to May 11 will 
be devoted to troop concentration at the 
airdromes named below, familiarization 
flights by combat units over the operating 
area, and the establishment of camns and 
operating systems. Active operations, 24 
hours per day, will be conducted during 
the period from May 12 to May 17 inclu- 
sive, excluding Sunday, May 15. The re- 
mainder of the period will be consumed 
in command and post exercises, critiques 
and staff training, concluding with the 
breakup of camps and the return to home 
stations. 

In the Florida maneuvers, it was deter- 
mined that it is possible to operate at ad- 
vanced bases, providing the lines of com- 
munication are not broken. During these 
maneuvers, the GHQ Air Force depended 
on civilian oil resources, the commercial 
outfits completely servicing the planes 
with gas and oil direct to the planes. 

The maneuvers in the Northeastern 
States are primarily designed to provide 
command and post work and to familiar- 
ize officers with setting up and conducting 
staff work in temporary headquarters. 

Below are listed the groups that will 
participate in the maneuvers, together 
with their home stations and maneuver 
stations. In all they total 517 officers and 
2633 enlisted men. 

Ist Wing Hars. GHQ Air Force, March 
Field, Calif., New Haven, Conn. 

19th Bomb. Grp. Hqrs., March Field, Calif., 
Schenectady, N. Y. 
as Bomb. Sq., March Field, Calif., Albany, 

17th Attack Grp. Hqrs., March Field, Calif., 
Groton, Conn. 








schler Field, Conn. 
7th Bomb. Grp. Hars., 
Calif., Westfield, Mass. 


9th Bomb, Sq., Hamilton Field, Cay 
Brainard Field, Conn. 

2nd Wing Hars. GHQ Air Force, Langie; 
Field, Va., Seagirt, N. J. ' 

2nd Bomb. Grp. Hars., Langley Field, vs, 
Phillips Field, Aberdeen Proving Gro 
Md. 





Hamilton 































49th Bomb. Sq., Langley Field, Va., B 
burg, Pa. 

3d Attack Grp. Hars., Barksdale Field, 
Camden, N. J. 

18th Attack Sq., Barksdale Field, La., Alle 
town, Pa. 

Sth Attack Sq., Barksdale Field, La. la 
caster, Pa. 

18th Recon .8q., 
Mitchel Field, N. Y. 

8d Wing Hars. GHQ Air Force, Barksds 
Field, La., Mitchel Field, N. Y. 

ist Pursuit Grp. Hars., Selfridge Fiej 
Mich., Seversky Field, N. Y. 

27th Pursuit Sq., Selfridge Field, Mid, 
Grumman Field, N. Y. 

8th Pursuit Grp. Hqrs., Langley Field, \, 
Miller Field, N. Y. 

36th Pursuit Sq., Langley Field, Va., Cam 
Dix, N. J. 

20th Pursuit Grp. Hars., Barksdale 
La., Roosevelt Field, N. Y. 

55th Pursuit Sq., Barksdale 
Floyd Bennett Airport, N. Y. 



























Mitchel Field, N, 1 
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USS Panay Payment 


The Japanese Government has asked 
the United States to itemize indemnifie 
tions asked for bombardment and sink 
ing of the U. S. gunboat Panay and wi 
pay when particulars are forwarded, 
foreign office spokesman announced & 
Tokyo this week. A similar procedure wil 
be followed in the case of H. M. 8. Lady 
bird, British gunboat damaged by t® 




















































95th Attack Sq., March Field, Calif., Rent- 






Army Blue Uniform 
Special Evening Dress 


Mess Dress 


These garments are tailored ts 
your individual measure in om 
own shops. Reasonably priced. 


Jos. A. Wilner & Co 
Custom Tailors Since 1897 
Cor. 8th & G Sts. N. W., Wash. 0.6 
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Japanese military, he said. 
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om HANDY LEVER jutting out from the 
steering column of Pontiac’s smart, new, 
low -priced six is the big news of 1938. And with 
reason— for this lever does more for you than 
any other feature of the year! Handling ease, 
roominess, comfort, security—all are enhanced 
by Safety Shift Gear Control*, pioneered by 
Pontiac and offered by no other low-priced car. 
So pick Pontiac this year. You'll get remote 


ENTIRELY MECHANICAL CLEARS THE FRONT FLOOR SIMPLIFIES SHIFTING control gear shifting at its newest, best, and most 


“hifting positions are standard. Three people ride in front in comfort. Car can’t There is nothing new to learn, yet gear- 


. : Sal ; inexpensive. And along with this great advance- 
Nothing to get out of order. be accidentally kicked into or out of gear. changing is twice as fast and twice as easy. I 6 B cilia 


ment you'll get 50 additional new features— 


more than any other low -priced car provides! 


SE ae = th Pd sf by PONTIAC MOTOR DIVISION, PONTIAC, MICH, 
« r , : 


emma wew COOLED UNsTeet partion POWERFUL General Motors Sales ( lorpor ation 





mw wew TRIPLE-SEALED BONES 
ose anes EAsiTR CLUTCH earresy ~~" 3 HYDRAULIC wd = 
ACHON 


LOCATion aRAKts ity eee! AMERICA’S FINEST LOW-PRICED CAR 


eee" GENERAL MOTORS TERMS TO SUIT YOUR PURSE 


NEW LOW-PRICED PONTIAC "6' 





694 





ARMY AND NAVY JOURNAL 


April 9, 19% 














THE U. S. NAVY 


sae 


THE U. S. MARINE CORPS a 





Naval Expansion Bill 

Increase of the size of the battleships 
and aircraft carriers authorized in tbe 
pending naval expansion bill was proposed 
before the Senate Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee this week by Admiral William D. 
Leahy, Chief of Naval Operations. 

Admiral Leahy, testifying in executive 
session, urged that the bill be amended to 
permit building three 45,000 ton instead 
of 35,000 ton battleships and two 20,000 
ton instead of 15,000 ton carriers. High- 
teen inch guns may be placed on the 
capital ships, committee members said. 
Enlargement of these vessels would in- 
crease the estimated cost of the bill from 
$1,121,000,000 to $1,201,000,000, it was 
stated. 

The Chief of Naval Operations also 
proposed that the bill be amended to 
authorize additional auxiliaries as fol- 
lows: four oil tankers, one mine layer, one 
survey ship, two fleet tugs and three mine 
sweepers. He had asked the House Com- 
mittee to include provision for the ships, 
but the vessels were not included in the 
bill. Inclusion of a naval policy declara- 
tion in the bill was opposed by the Ad- 
miral, holding that naval policy should 
conform with national policy as the lat- 
ter may change from time to time. 

Senator David I. Walsh, chairman of 
the Senate Naval Committee, indicated 
that the section authorizing $15,000,000 
for experimentation would be stricken 
out of the bill. Admiral Leahy, he said, 
favored elimination of the proviso. It is 
understood that the Navy Department has 
abandoned the section because of the 
amendments made by the House, divert- 
ing some of the funds proposed under it 
for construction of a dirigible and experi- 
mentation in other flelds from the small 
craft development that the Navy wants. 

Senator Walsh made public a memo- 
randum from Secretary of State Hull, 
setting forth answers to a number of 
questions which he had submitted to the 
Department of State. In his declaration, 
Secretary Hull opposed the establishment 
of any “naval frontier” such as has been 
suggested, affirming that the United 
States must be free to defend the rights 
of American citizens in any part of the 
world. \In the light of present world con- 
ditions, “no practical result” would come 
from the President calling a naval limita- 
tion conference, he stated, and indicated 
in reply to another question that he 
favored retention of the 5-5-3 ratio. 

Admiral Leahy and Rear Adm. Arthur 
B. Cook, Chief of the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics, appeared before the Senate Com- 
mittee in executive session on the first 
four days of this week. Yesterday, open 
hearings were started and representatives 
of various peace societies were heard. 
Admiral Cook was questioned as to the 
vulnerability of battleships to aircraft at- 
tack and repeated his testimony before 
the House committee with this respect, it 
was stated. He told the committee that 
the present aircraft construction facili- 
ties in the United States would only be 
able to supply 50 per cent of war-time 
aviation needs. 

The Chief of Operations presented 
figures to the committee showing that 
the Japanese Navy is stronger than that 
of the United States in three major cate- 
gories, and only in battleships and heavy 
cruisers do we excell her. 

The committee yesterday heard testi- 
mony from Maj. Gen. Smedley Butler, 
USMC-Ret., who gave three reasons why 
he opposed the bill. He contended that 
the increased cost of the Navy would re- 
sult in such a burden on the taxpayer 
that future Congresses would cut the pay 
of Army and Navy officers. He said that 
the battleship is a weapon of offense and 
should have no place in a defensive navy. 
He believes that airplanes and submarines 
can defeat battleship fleets by sinking 
supply ships. General Butler said that he 
is opposed to maintaining the Monroé 
doctrine or the defense of Alaska. 


To Maintain CCC 
The House this week passed the bill in- 
troduced by Rep. Woodrum, D. of Va., 
providing for the maintenance of the 
Civilian Conservation Corps at its present 
strength of 300,000 after May 31, 1938. 





Hear Officers on Selection 


The House Naval committee yesterday 
heard testimony in its selection hearings 
from Rear Adm. Arthur B. Cook and 
three officers brought here at the request 
of Representative Ditter, Lt. Comdr. 
James E. Dyer, Lt. William C. Allison, 
and Lt. E. N. Logan. All three said that 
they had been passed over. 

Admiral Cook said that he believed pro- 
motion of lighter-than-air officers as extra 
numbers to be “the only solution” if the 
Navy embarks on a dirigible program. 
At present, however, he declared there are 
no billets for captains and admirals in 
lighter-than-air and dirigible specialists 
must qualify as line officers. He stated 
that more aeronautical-engineering-duty- 
only officers should be provided and that 
younger officers should be chosen. 

Lt. Comdr. Dyer called the committee’s 
attention to a provision of the bill which 
would force lieutenants not selected or 
judged fitted for lieutenant commander to 
retire a year earlier than present law and 
the committee agreed to amend the bill 
to assure such officers 21 years’ service. 

Lieutenant Allison, a naval aviator, 
proposed that a provision be placed in the 
bill to require that an aviator serve on 
every selection board. Admiral Andrews 
said that this is an administrative mat- 
ter and as a matter of fact selection 
boards always have had an aviator on 
them. 

Lieutenant Logan took the stand next 
and told the committee that he had been 
instructed by the Department to confine 
his testimony to the Scott bill and that 
therefore he had had to change overnight 
what he had prepared to tell the commit- 
tee. Chairman Vinson told him that this 
limitation was not correct and that he 
could give his views on any pending legis- 
lation or give any suggestions at all for 
the improvement of the system, but that 
he must not go into the question of his 
own failure of selection. 

Lieutenant Logan declared that the 
application of selection to the lower 
grades had been particularly drastic on 
the non-academy officers and that such 
officers felt that this was done to “make 
way for the Naval Academy officers be- 
low.’ 

He said that there is an expression in 
the Navy that selection in the lower 
grades is “selection by act of God” and 
strikes like “fire, flood or tornado.” Divi- 
sion of the Navy into two lists, “fitted” 
and “selected” officers, will lower morale, 
he declared. 

Asked if he considers that there has 
been any discrimination against World 
War aviators, Lieutenant Logan said that 
“this is undoubtedly true” and that selec- 
tion boards of Naval Academy graduates 
favored, even though unintentionally, 
Nava! Academy graduates. Representa- 
tive Hamilton agreed with him, stating 
that he had seen letters from admirals 
who had served on selection boards 
“rather admitting such discrimination.” 


USMC Paymaster 


Col. Russell B. Putnam, USMO, has 
been nominated by President Roosevelt to 
succeed Brig. Gen. Harold C. Reisinger, 
USMC, as Paymaster of the Marine Corps. 
General Reisinger will retire for dis- 
ability on May 1, 1938. 

Colonel Putnam was born at Abbeville, 
Vermillion Parish, Louisiana, on Jan. 7, 
1876 and was graduated from Cornell 
University in 1901 with a Bachelor of 
Science degree in Mechanical Engineer- 
ing. He was appointed a Second Lieu- 
tenant in the Marine Corps on Feb. 10, 
1904, and was made Colonel on June 3, 
1934. 

Colonel Putnam has seen service with 
the Marine Corps in various sections of 
the world, participating in several ex- 
peditions. 

He has received the following decora- 
tions: Mexican Service Medal, Hatian 
Campaign Medal, Nicaraguan Campaign 
Medal, Haitian Medaille Militaire with 
citation, Haitian Campaign Medal, Vic- 
tory Medal, and Dominican Campaign 
Medal. 








Fleet Command Changes 


The Navy Department yesterday an- 
nounced the following changes in fleet 
command and shore establishment to take 
effect in June or July: 

Vice Adm. William T. Tarrant from 
commander, Scouting Force, to be com- 
mandant, Ist Naval District. 

Rear Adm. Adolphus Andrews, from 
chief bureau of navigation to be com- 
mander, Scouting Force, with rank of Vice 
Admiral. 

Rear Adm. J. O. Richards, from As- 
sistant Chief of Naval Operations to be 
chief of the Bureau of Nayigation. 

Rear Adm. A. P. Fairfi@id from Gen- 
eral Board to be assistant chief of naval 
operations. 

Rear Adm. J. K. Taussig from cruisers, 
Scouting Force, to command 5th Naval 
District, relieving Rear Adm. Frank D. 
Brumby, who retires in September. 

Rear Adm, Gilbert J. Rowcliffe from 
Judge Advocate General to command, 
Cruisers, Scouting Force. 

Capt. W. B. Woodson from Naval Aide 
to President to be Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral of the Navy with rank of rear ad- 
miral, 

Rear Adm. Harold R. Stark from 
Cruiser Division, three, to be commander, 
cruisers, Battle Force, relieving Rear 
Adm. Julius C. Townsend, who will come 
to Washington. 

Rear Adm. Forde A. Todd from Naval 
War College will take command of new 
cruiser division 8. 

Rear Adm. Husband E. Kimmel from 
duty as budget officer to command cruiser 
division 7. 

Rear Adm, John Downes from Cruiser 
Division 7 to be president, Naval Examin- 
ing Board. 

Capt. R. I. Ingersoll from Director 
War Plans to command cruiser division 6. 

Rear Adm. Frank H. Sadler from 
Cruiser Division 6 to duty in Washington. 

Capt. Chester W. Nimitz from assistant 
chief bureau of navigation to command 
Cruiser Division 3. 

Capt. W. L. Friedell, chief of staff, 14th 
Naval District, to command mine squad- 
rons, Battle Force. 

Capt. David W. Bagley from Mine 
Squadrons, Battle Force, to command 
Mare Island, Navy Yard, relieving Rear 
Adm, C. 8. Kempff, who will retire, May 1. 

Rear Adm. W. R. Gherardi from com- 
mandant ist Naval District to duty in 
Washington. 
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Junior Selection Results 


The President of the United States hy 
approved the recommendations of thy 
Line Selection Board of the United Staty 
Navy for the promotion of 192 officers j) 
the rank of Lieutenant Commander ay 


273 officers to the rank of Lieutenant, 


The Board convened in the Navy Jy 
partment of February 28, 1938 by orde 
of Secretary of the Navy Swanson, It 


was composed of: 


Us 
Mem bers—Capt. 


Lamar R. 


President—Rear Adm. Arthur P. Fairfigg & Je 
ISN. 


Leahy, Ug 


ie Ds 


Capt. Frank J. Fletcher, USN, Capt. Freq p & Fe 


Rogers, USN, Capt. 


Richard 8. Edward Fr 


USN, Capt. John H. Hoover, USN, Capt. Ally I He 
8. Farquhar, USN, Capt. John F. Shafroy & St 
USN, Capt. William W. Smith, USN. 

Recorder—Lt. Comdr, Samuel W. Dubok & Ro 


USN. 


Lieutenants selected for promotig 


to the grade of Lieutenant Commander y, 
William P. Tammany & Ha 


Clyde W. Smith 
Rodger W. Simpson 
John R. Johannesen 
Marshall M. Dana 
Kenneth P. Hartman 
Kenneth D. Ringle 
Stanley Leith 

W. D. Wright, jr. 
Homer Ambrose 
Ralph W. D. Woods 
William A. Graham 
Robert 8S. Hatcher 
Edward W. Clexton 
Irving T. Duke 
Truman J. Hedding 
Chester C. Wood 
Edward L. Woodyard 
Clarence E. Ekstrom 
William G. Fisher 
Rufus E. Rose 
Orville F. Gregor 
Lee R. Herring 
Charles W. Wilkins 
Eugene C, Rook 

R. L. Campbell, jr. 
George C. Towner 
William A. Hickey 
T. U. Sisson, jr. 
Ralph EB. Wilson 
Merle A, Sawyer 
Leo A. Bachman 
William M. Cole 
Clifford A. Fines 
Edward W. Rawlins 
James W. Smith 
Elmer E. Yeomans 
William G. Michelet 
Wallace M. Beakley 
Hallsted L. Hopping 
Maurice M. Bradley 
Joseph H. Garvin 
Lester K. Rice 
Stephen G. Barchet 


Shirley Y. Cutler 
Rae E. Arison 
Bob O. Mathews 
EK. R. MeLean, jr, 
W. V. R. Vieweg 
Richard F. Stout 
Willford M. Hyman 
Bernard L, Austin 
J. M. P. Wright 
Albert Handly 
Norman W. Ellis 
James R. Pahl 
W. J. Longfellow 
G, W. Patterson, jr. 
Joseph A. Callagha 
Howard L. Collins 
James 8S. Laidlaw 
Adrian M. Hurst 
John W. C. Brand 
W. V. Davis, jr. 
John N. Opie, 34 
A. B. Vosseller 
Gordon M. Stoddari 
Marcel E, A. Goula 
Donald F. McLean 
John M. Kennaday 
Thomas H. Temple 
Edwin R. Wilkinso 
William D. Brown 
Warren D. Wilkin 
Wayne N. Gamet 
Everett W. Abdill 
Willis E. Cleaves 
Edwin T. Layton 
Edward W. Young 
T. A. Turner, jr, 
Robert C. Sutliff 
Adolph H. Oswald 
Frederick R, Furth 
Robert L. Swart 
Frank C. Layne 
Eugene C. Burchett 


(Continued on Neat Page) 
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“Congress alone having the power to produce a uniform state of preparation * * * , 
the interests which they so deeply feel in their own and their country’s security will 
present this as among the most important objections of their deliberation.” 

—THOMAS JEFFERSON. 





OUR PRIORITY LIST 


1. Upward revision of pay schedules for commissioned, warrant, and enlisted personnel, 
active and retired. 

2. Promotion ayatemas in the Navy, Marine Corps and Coast Guard openly arrived at, to 
assure justice in advancement, and stimulate morale. 

8. Fulfillment of War Department's modernization program; combat replacements and 
onotiiery vessels required by the Fleet, and Baker Board strength for the Air Corps. 

4. Resumption of reenlistment allowances; reform of retirement, pension and disability 
lawe for enlisted men; and an increase in grades and ratings, with compensation for technical 
knowledge and skill required by modernization. 

5. A National Guard of 210,500 enlisted men with officer complement, equipment and 
training ; 14-day training for 30,000 Army reserve officers annually ;  enge: jor carrying for- 
ward the ye of the Thomason act ; enactment of a seund basic plan plus requisite funds 
for personnel and training of the Naval Reserve. 

6. Revision of pension laws to assure widows of the Regular Services a living income. 

7. Compensation for service personnel whose privately owned automobiles are employed 
on Government business. 





THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, now in conference, has been fashioned 
by the two Houses of Congress in a manner to make more effective the military 
defense of the United States and its possessions. As amended by the Senate in im- 
portant particulars, and as it will be compromised in conference, it will provide for 
the largest peace-time preparation in the history of the country. On the part of 
neither the subcommittee of the House, nor the subcommittee of the Senate Appro- 
priations Committee, which drafted or recommended amendments, was there any 
purpose to indulge in extravagant spending. The members of the two subcommittees, 
in determining upon the appropriations, reported the minima, which, in their respec- 
tive judgments, are imperative at a time when three-fourths of the world is engaged 
in warlike operations, They realized the danger of the revolution in Spain 
precipitating European strife, of the egotistical ambitions of Dictators forcing such 
a condition upon peacefully disposed democracies. Looking toward Asia, they saw 
China, unprepared, a prey to Japan, and enduring agony beyond description in order 
to preserve its integrity. They were determined to save their country, as far as 
they humanly could, from the experience of the Far Eastern people, and to make 
our voice powerful for peace in a war-maddened world. Therefore they moved to 
enable effective increases in our armaments. In order to formulate their judgment, 
they sought information and advice from the men whose business is defense, men 
like the Chief of Staff and his corps of officers, and they discarded the decision of 
civilians in the Bureau of the Budget. The country, which wants our peace main- 
tained, will applaud the manner in which they have approached the problem. It 
knows that the Army, as well as the Navy, has no intention, or even desire, to engage 
in an offensive war. The two Services are inspired solely by the anxiety so to have 
the Nation armed that an aggressor will not only refrain from attacking us, but will 
listen with consideration to the representations we must, on occasions, make in order 
to protect our interests, and to promote the ideals of our people. Understanding 
this fact, the Conference Committee unquestionably will adjust the differences in the 
bills passed by the two Houses with a high determination to do what in their wisdom 
is best for the Nation. That will mean a nearer approach to the supply of essential 
military requirements, 


THE SAME REASONS FOR ADDING to the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
Army apply with equal force to the program which the Senate Naval Committee 
is considering for the Navy. Also, it is gratifying to report that the same patriotic 
spirit which is animating the Army appropriations subcommittees is being manifested 
by the Naval Committees acting upon the Naval authorization bill. The country is 
fortunate in having as Chairman of the Senate Naval Committee Senator Walsh, 
of Massachusetts. He has made it his business not only to make a study of the 
internal administration of the Navy, and particularly of the operation of the selection 
system, but of the importance of the Fleet as an aid to our foreign policy. In other 
words, he has approached the subject from the point of view of the statesman. An 
indication of his attitude was furnished by his call upon the Secretary of State for an 
explanation of the need for the vessels fixed in the program of the Administration 
which the House adopted. Mr. Hull’s communication was direct and to the point, 
and established a background of foreign conditions and interests, which thoroughly 
justify Senate approval of the large authorization. In an orderly fashion, Senator 
Walsh moved to the examination of experts, headed by Admiral Leahy, Chief of 
Operations, who presented facts and deductions, which to those aware of the dangers 
menacing peace, are irrefutable. In order that the men and women passionately 
against war and armament, might make their opinions available to the Senate, 
selected spokesmen from among them were called to testify. Thus, the Senator has 
endeavored to ascertain the Nation’s needs from those qualified to speak, and the 
criticism of their recommendations from the pacifists and the many fine people 
who look upon armament as a breeder of war. What has been said to date is con- 
vincing that the program pending before the Committee has no relation to Great 
Britain but solely is designed for American protection. Under the circumstances 
it is not difficult to foresee that the Committee will recommend that the Senate follow 
the example of the House and adopt the program. It should. 
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No End 

Bob Howard, one of the better Negro 
entertainers, was being heckled by a 
baleonyite at the Apollo and finally 
Bob stifled the intruder with: 

“Years ago,” he said, “when I was a 
little boy down South we had one of those 
mean mules who was always raising a 
disturbance. One day he was kicking and 
screaming, so I hit him on the head with 
an axe. And do you know, my grandma 
told me then that jackass would haunt me 
all the rest of my life.” 

—USNA Log. 


—_0——_—_- 


Screwy 

Our weekly nut story has to do with the 
screwball who rang the doorbell at 3 a. m. 
A sleepy eyed man came to the door. 

“What do you want?’ he mumbled. 

“Are you Mr. Smith?” asked the screw- 
ball. 

“No,” returned the tenant, 
“My name is Woyczinklepski.” 

The nut peered at the stranger. 

“Are you sure you’re not Mr. Smith?” 
he insisted. 

“Of course not, you dope,” howled the 
irate tenant. “Didn't I just tell you my 
name is Woyezinklepski?”’ 

The nut grew peeved. 

“Oh, yeah?” he shouted. 
did you answer the doorbell?” 

—Hth Corps Area News. 


—_——_ )-—_—— 


sleepily. 


“Then why 


Poor Soul 
The employment manager was question- 
ing a negro applicant for a job. 
“Are you married?” he asked. 
“Nawsah, boss; ah makes mah own liv- 
ing.” 
—Windy City Breeze. 


——_0-———_- 


Quieter 

“You look all in today, Bill. 
the trouble?” 

Bill — “Well, I didn’t get home until 
after daylight this morning and just as I 
was undressing the wife woke up and 
said, ‘Aren’t you getting up pretty early?’ 
So, in order to save an argument, I put 
my uniform back on and came on back to 
the station.” 

—Great Lakes Bulletin. 


=) 


What's 


Gradually 
“Who established the law of diminish- 
ing returns?” 
“Sam Groves and his Post Laundry.” 
—Leatherneck. 


—_- 0—-———- 


No Hindrances 

The timid soul was in the hands of a 
high-powered real estate salesman. He 
had said yes to everything the salesman 
had said about the house he was being 
shown. Finally: 

“If I buy, one thing will have to be 
done.” 

“What?’ asked the salesman. 

“All the doors and the front gate will 
have to be re-hung so they will open out- 
wardly, on account of my wife.” 

“Is your wife superstitious, or some- 
thing?” 

“No, but she’s temperamental, and when 
her temper starts to rise, I want a clear 
break for the open.” 

—American Legion. 





ASK THE JOURNAL 


END your queries to the ARMY 

AND NAVY JOURNAL QUE 
TION EDITOR and an answer wil 
be given in this column as 800n 4 
possible after receipt. 








A. T. O.—A number of bills have bea 
introduced at various times providing fr 
the payment of a bonus to provision 
officers who were not inducted into th 
regular service at the termination of th 
war. So far, none of these bills ha 
finally been enacted into law. 

o—-- 

A. B. C.—The monthly pay of a fim 
lieutenant of Infantry, graduated fro 
the Military Academy in 1930, who hw 
a wife but no children, would be approx: 
mately $219.30. 

———_0)—-——- 

F. E. A.—Under the present policy ¢ 
the Army Industrial College, on} 
specialist reserve officers are appointe 
to take the course at the college. Thee 
officers are ordered here on an active dy 
status, and in recent years, only a fer 
officers have been ordered to this duty. 

0 
R. A. C.—You are now No. 20 on tht 


eligible list for staff sergeant, Quarte- 
master Corps. 
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10 Years Ago 
Capt. J. W. Greenslade, now on tlt 
staff at the Naval War College, is to tale 
command of the USS Pennsylvania, ® 
lieving Capt. C. T. Owens, who is to tal? 
command of the receiving ship, New York 
City. 
—O0 
20 Years Ago 
Capt. John Dilworth von Heltzendorf, 
FA, USA, who was seriously wounéel 
during a German assault on an Americil 
trench section near Toul, France, is 10" 
recovering from his injuries and has bee 
presented with the French War Cross fot 
gallantry in action. 
eicdestialaiadiala 
30 Years Ago 
The Stewart, of the Second Torpelt 
boat destroyer squadron, arrived # 
Magdalena Bay on April 5 after a 14% 
mile voyage. The Stewart is commande 
by Lt. J. F. Hellweg, USN. 
———_()— — 
50 Years Ago 
The regatta of the North Atlant 
Squadron, to be given at Pensacola, Fis. 
will be the occasion of a visit by the Set 
tary of the Navy and his wife. The inv 
tation to be sent by the citizens of Pen 
cola to Mr. and Mrs. Whitney is unigqe? 
in design and exquisite in execution, 
is delicately painted on white satin. 
regatta will be held on April 17. 
—_0-———_- 


70 Years Ago ; 

The ArMyY AND NAvy JOURNAL carried 
an excerpt from the London Spec 
which said of General Sheridan, “anyon 
who looks narrowly into the facts 
discern in the foresight, decision, r 
audacity, resolution and wise caution 
Philip Sheridan something Napol 
Had he been born in France ninety wl 
ago he would have become a Mars 
a Duke.” 





Maj 
Gener 
Brij 
age, 4 
Brig 
Maj. 
Bris 
dan, I 
CA Br 
Col. 
Gen., 
Brig 
x. ¥., 
Sherid 


Col. 
Osc, 
duty ¢ 
with ¢ 
5. 

Lt, | 
orders 
as 288 
ning, | 

Maj. 
from 
daty i 

Maj. 
GSC, 1 
Calif, 


f 
MA 
Col. } 
D.C. . 
Island, 
Col. } 
age, 
Lt. € 
War C 
Point, 
Lt. ¢ 
Wash., 
June 1 


sum 
MAJ, 
Maj. 
Island, 
Maj. 
trial € 
Wash,, 








i 9.19% 


= eC 


Ec 





il 





3 have bea 
roviding far 
provisions 
ed into th 
ition of the 
» bills hw 


y of a fim 
uated from 
0, who ha 
be approx: 


nt policy 
lege, only 
> appointed 
lege. Thee 
active duty 
only a fer 
» this duty. 


». 20 on th 
it, Quarter 





IAL 








now on the 
e, is to take 
ylvania, tt 
10 is to take 
», New York 


leltzendorf, 
ly wounded 
in Americit 
ince, is noF 
nd has beet 
ar Cross fot 


1d Torpedt 
arrived # 
ter a 14M 
commande! 


th Atlante 
sacola, Fis. 
vy the Sect 
e. The int 
ns of Pens 
‘y is unige 
ecution, # 

» satin. 

ee 


NAL carried 
n Spectal 
an, “Anyo® 
e facts 
ision, d 
» caution 
Napol 
ninety yet 
Marshal al sof 


April 9, 1938 


ARMY AND NAVY JOURNAL 


697 


























War Department 
Organized Reserves 


OFFICIAL ORDERS 


Navy Department 
Marine Corps 





ARMY ORDERS 


Secretary of War 
Harry H. Woodring 
The Assistant Secretary of War 
Louis A. Johnson 
Chief of Staff 
General Malin Craig 


GENERAL OFFICERS 
Maj. Gen. Edgar T. Conley, The 
general, retired, April 30, for age. 
Brig. Gen. Manus McCloskey, 
age, April 30, 1938. 
Brig. Gen. Frank W. 
Maj. Gen., April 1. 
Brig. Gen, Philip B. Peyton, from Ft. Sheri- 
dan, I, to Command of Hawaiian Separate 
CA Brigade, sail N. Y. April 14. 
Col. Karl Truesdell, Inf., appointed Brig. 
Gen., April 1. 
Brig. Gen. Karl Truesdell, 
x. ¥., to command of 12th Inf., 
sheridan, Tl. 


Adjutant 


retired for 


Rowell, appointed as 


from Ft. Jay, 
Brigade, Ft. 


GENERAL STAFF CORPS 

GEN. MALIN CRAIG, ©. of 8. 
(ol. Charles D. Hartman (QMC), relieved 
gsc, from Wash., D. C., Aug. 16, to temp. 
duty Governors Island, N. Y., thence to duty 
vith QMC, Hawaiian Dept., sail N. Y., Aug. 


wo 

Lt. Col. Courtney H. Hodges (Inf.), prior 
orders amended, relieved GSC detail, to duty 
as asst. commandant, Inf. School, Ft. Ben- 
ning, Ga. 

Maj. Dale D. Hinman (CAC), 
fom Ft. Sam Houston, Tex., 
daty in office of Chief of CAC, Wash., D. 

Maj. Elmer E. Adler (Capt.), (AC), relieved 
osc, from Wash., D. C., to Hamilton Fid., 
Calif, sail N. Y., July 16. 


relieved GSC, 
June 30, to 


ADJUTANT GENERAL'S DEPT. 
MAJ. GEN. E. T. CONLEY, The AG 
Col. Paul T. Hayne, from AGO, Washington, 
D.C, June 19, to 2nd Corps Area, Governors 
Island, N. Y. 
Col. David Y. Beckham, retired Aug. 31, for 


age. 

Lt. Col. Clarence H. Danielson, from Army 
War College, Wash., D. C., to USMA, West 
Point, N. Y. 

Lt. Col. Lathrop B. Clapham, 
Wash. D. C., to Hawaiian Dept., 
Jone 10, sail S. F., Aug. 9. 


from AGO, 
sali N. Y¥., 


IUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPT. 
MAJ, GEN. ALLEN W. GULLION, JAG 
Maj. Robert E. Hannay, jr., from Governors 
Island, N, Y., to home to await retirement. 
Maj. Thomas H. Green, from Army Indus- 
trial College, Wash., D. C., to JAG office, 
Wash., D. C. 


QUARTERMASTER CORPS 

MAJ. GEN. HENRY GIBBINS. QMG 
Following officers from Army War College, 
D.C, to station indicated: 

Maj. William H. Middleswart, to temp. duty 
Governors Island, N. Y., thence to Panama 
Canal Dept., sail N. Y., Sept. 1. 
Maj. Harvey Edward, to temp. 
‘iors Island, N. Y., thence to 
Dept., sail N. Y¥., Aug. 25. 

Following officers from Army Industrial 
College, Wash., D. C., to station indicated: 
Maj. Barlow Winston, to temp. duty, Gov- 
‘tors Island, N. Y., thence to duty as asst. 
fo qm, Ft. Bliss, Tex., sail N. Y., Aug. 25. 


duty Gov- 
Hawaiian 


Maj. Rufus Boylan, to duty as zone QM, 
Atlanta, QM zone, Atlanta, Ga. 

Maj. Francis B. L. Myer, to Phila. QM 
Depot., Pa, 

Maj. Edward B. McKinley, to office of the 
(MG, Wash., D. C. 

Aas ‘o ph W. G. Stephens, to duty as 
QM, Devens, Mass., relieving Maj. John 


‘ ee who becomes asst. QM. 
Maj. Paul R. Guthrie, from Brooklyn, N. 
© QM School, Phila., Pa., as student, Sept. 


(Please turn to Page 709) 
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NAVY ORDERS 


Secretary of the Navy 
Claude A. Swanson 


The Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
Charles Edison 


Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral William D. Leahy 


March 31, 1938 


Austin, 
Nav. 


a =... 6 
War College. 


Leonard B. 
June 1; to instn. 


omdr. 


Comdr. Robert B. Carney, det. C. O., Sirius, 
July 7; to Shore Establishments Div., Navy 
Dept., Wash. 

Comdr. William P. O. Clarke, det, Quincy, 
June 11; to Naval Academy. 

Comdr. Carl H. Jones, det. Bu. Ord., Navy 
Dept., June; to ec. f. 0. Nashville and on bd. 


as exec, off. when comm. 

Comdr, George H. Fort, det. Nav. War Col- 
lege, May; to duty as Cdr. Dest. Div. 2. 

Lt. Comdr. James E. Craig, det. VT-5 
(Yorktown), June; to duty as C. 0., VT-5, 

Lt. Comdr. Harry D. Hoffman, det. NY4d., 
Wash., June; to command Sirius. 

Lt. Comdr. Dixie Kiefer, det. staff, Cdr. 
Aircraft, Sctg. Foree, June; to duty as Inspr. 
of Nav. Aircraft, United Aire raft Corp., Pratt 
& Whitney Aircraft Div., East Hartford, 
Conn, 

Lt. Comdr. Oberlin C. Laird, det. Naval 


Academy, 


bd. 
L 
Uni 
I 


tior 
I 


Downes, June 11; 


Lt. Murr E. 
June 


ut. Comdr. Hobart 
a i Ge 


May; to ec. f. o. 
as nav, off. when comm, 
t. Comdr. Kendall 8. 

t, Yale Univ., June 21; to command Hull. 
A. Sailor, det. office of 
to Asiatic Sta- 


Honolulu and on 


Reed, det. ROTC 


Navy Dept., June 1; 
4 


wt. Comdr. Walter Lucian Taylor, det. C. O., 


to Bu. 


det. 
Nav. 


Nav., Navy Dept. 


VCS-2 (Trenton), 
Reserve Aviation 


Arnold, 
; to duty as C, O., 


Base, Detroit. 


Lt. John G. Crommelin, jr., det. Saratoga, 
June; to VB-3 (Saratoga). 
Lt. Wayne N. Gamet, det. Naval Operations, 


Navy Dept., 
wt. Herbert K. 
May: 
wt. Kenneth M. Gentry, 
May 28; 


off. 
L 


June 2; 
ut. Joseph H. 


May or June; 


wt. Fritz 
May 28; 


about June 11; to Cincinnati. 
Gates, det. Naval Academy, 
to Houston as asst. engr. officer. 

det. Naval Academy, 
to Maryland, 
Gleim, jr., det. 
to staff, Cdr. Dest. 


Univ. 
Sqdn, 


of Calif., 
1, as radio 


t. Frederick O. Goldsmith, det. 
to NYd., Charleston. 

Gowan, det, 
Air Sta., 


New York, 


VJ-1 (Rigel), 


to Nav. San Diego. 


Lt. Paul Graf, det. 11th Nav. Dist., May; to 
Milwaukee. 

Lt. Edward A. Hannegan, det. Ranger, 
June; to VF-4 (Ranger). 

Lt. Frederick V. H. Hilles, det. Naval 
Academy, May 28; to Nav. Gun Factory, NY4d., 
Wash. 

Lt. Carleton C. Hoffner, det. Bu. Engr. 
Navy Dept., May; to Colorado, 

Lt. Alexander H. Hood, det, Naval Academy, 
May 28; to Nevada, 

Lt. Edward F. Hutchins, det. Naval 
Academy, May 28; to Nevada. 

Lt. Francis J. Johnson, det. 9th Nav. Dist., 
May; to Dale as gunnery officer. 

Lt. Leon W. Johnson, det. Ranger, June; 
to VS-41 (Ranger). 

t. Harold FE. Karrer, det. Nav, Operations, 
Navy Dept., May; to Colorado, 

Lt. Benjamin Katz, det. staff, Cdr. Trng. 
Detachment, U. S. Fit., June 2; to NYd., New 
York, N. Y¥. 

Lt. John O. Kinert, det, Naval Academy, 
May 28; to Asiatic Station. 

Lt. George E. King, det. NYd., Wash., May 
26; to Monaghan as gun, off. 

Lt. Oliver G. Kirk, det. Naval Academy, 
May or June; to 8-47. 

Lt. Rodney B. Lair, det. U. of Calif., June 


11; 
I 


wt. Caleb B. 
May 28: 


to San Francisco. 
Laning, det, 
to Pennsylvania, 


Naval Academy, 


Lt Theodoric C. Linthicum, det, Asst. 
Inspr. of Nav. Matl., Chicago, May; to ec, f. o. 
Phoenix and on bd. as asst. engr. off. when 
comm, 

Lt. John H. Long, det. Dist. Comm, Office, 
Oth Naval Dist., July; to San Francisco as 
comm, off. 

Lt. Sumner K. MacLean, det. Nav. Ammun. 
Dept., Hingham, Mass., May; to ¢. f. 0, Boise 
and on bd, when comm, 


Lt. Peter J. 


Lt. Solomon F. 


Neimo, det. Naval Academy, 


: to command Pinola. 
Oden, det. 


ROTC Unit, Ga. 


School of Tech., Atlanta, June 13; to Penn- 
sylvania. 

Lt. (jg) Spencer M. Adams, det. VF-6 
(Yorktown), June; to Aviation Unit, Raleigh. 

Lt. (jg) Barry K. Atkins, det. Mahan in 
May; to Nitro. 

Lt. (ig) William I. Bull, det. Barry, June 
15; to Ramapo. 


(Continued on Neat Page) 


MARINE CORPS 


Major General Commandant 
Maj. Gen, Thomas Holcomb 


April 6, 1938 


Col. Benjamin 8. Berry, June 20, det. from 
duty as OIC, Eastern Rectg. Div., Phila., to 
Quantico. 

Col. Clarke H. Wells, Aug. 1, det. MB, 
NYd., Phila., and ord. to his home to ret. 
Oct. 1. 

Col. Philip H. Torrey, May 14, det. Naval 


War College, to duty as OIC, Eastern Rectg. 
Div., Phila., delay one month. 


Lt. Col. James W. Webb, May 10, det. Fleet 
Marine Force, MCB, San Diego, to duty as 
Marine Officer on Staff of Commander, Bat- 
tleships, Battle Force, Maryland, and as Div. 
Marine. Off., Battleship Div. Four, Battle- 
ships, Battle Force, delay in reporting to 
June 1, 

Lt. Col. Maurice G. Holmes, June 15, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Naval 
War College, delay in reporting to June 30. 

Lt. Col. LeRoy P. Hunt, when directed by 
CO, MB, Wash., det, that Barracks, to Naval 
War College, delay in reporting to June 30. 

Lt. Col. Seldon B. Kennedy, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to 
Hidqrs., Marine Corps, Wash., for duty in 
Division of Operations and Training. 

Lt. Col. Arnold W. Jacobsen, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Depot of 
Supplies, Phila. 

Lt. Col. James T. Moore, May 14, det. 
Naval War College, to Aircraft One, lst Mar. 
Brig., Quantico. 

Lt. Col. Henry L. Larsen, det. Ist Marine 
Brig., FMF, MB, Quantico, to Hdqrs., Ma- 
rine Corps, Wash., for duty in Division of 
Operations and Training. 


Maj. Bert A. Bone, May 31, det. Bureau of 
Ordnance, Navy Dept., Wash., to Quantico, 
with delay in reporting to Aug. 5. 

Maj. George H. Morse, May 27, det. Marine 
Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to MD, NP, 
NYd., Portsmouth, N. H, 

Maj. Fred 8S. Robillard, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Hdqrs., Ma- 
rine Corps, Wash., for duty in Office of Quar- 
termaster, delay of seven days in reporting. 

Maj. Hamilton M. H. Fleming, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to MB, 





NYd., Boston, 

Maj. Frank B. Goettge, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Staff of 
Basic School, Phila. 

Maj. Robert L. Montague, June 1, det. MB, 
Quantico, to NAS, Pensacola, delay of one 
month in reporting. 

Maj. Joseph H. Fellows, May 25, det. MB, 
Quantico, to Naval War College, delay in 
reporting to June 30. 

Maj. Melvin EB. Fuller, June 30, det. MB, 
NAD, Hingham, Mass., to duty as Inspector- 
Instructor, 4th Bn., FMCR, Newark, delay 
of one month in reporting. 

July 1, det. MB, 
to Quantico. 


Maj. William C, Hall, 
NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., 

Maj. Joseph W. Knighton, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Hdaqrs., 
Marine Corps, Wash., for duty in the Office 
of the Adjutant and Inspector. 

Maj. Merwin H. Silverthorn, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to 
Naval War College. 

Maj. Gerald C. Thomas, June 20, det. Com- 
mand and General Staff School, Ft. Leaven- 


worth, to Staff of Marine Corps Schools, 
Quantico. 
Maj. William FE. Riley, on completion 


course at Naval War College, May 14, as- 
signed to duty on the Staff of that College. 

Maj. Lewie G. Merritt, May 20, det, Air- 
craft One, Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, to 
Hdaqrs., Marine Corps, Wash., for duty in the 
Div. of Aviation. 

Capt. Lee N. Utz, May 27, det. Marine 
Corps Schools, Quantico, to MD, Oklahoma, 
with delay in reporting to June 18, 

Capt. Lewis C, Hudson, jr., June 1, det. 
MB, Wash., ord. to temporary duty Minne- 
apolis until Aug. 1; then to MD, Quincy. 
Delay in reporting on Minneapolis until 
June 20. 

Capt. Clarence J. O'Donnell, 
FMF, MCB, San Diego, ord. to temporary 
duty Minneapolis until Aug. 1; then to MD, 
San Francisco. Delay in reporting on Minne- 
apolis until June 20. 

Capt, Ernest W. Fry, jr., June 1, det. MB, 
Wash., to MD, Chester, delay in reporting to 
June 18, 

Capt. Chester B. Graham, June 1, det. 
Staff of Basic School, NYd., Phila., to MD, 
Colorado, delay in reporting to June 18, 

Capt. Jefferson G. Dreyspring, May 27, det. 

(Continued on Nert Page) 
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Marine Corps Orders 
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Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to MD, 
Louisville, delay in reporting to June 18. 

Capt. Russell Lloyd, May 27, det. Marine 
Corps Schools, Quantico, to MD, Northamp- 
ton, delay in reporting to June 18. 

Capt. Jaime Sabater, April 20, det. Ist Mar. 
Brig., Quantico, to MD, Erie, via St. Mihiel, 
sailing New York, April 26, delay in report- 
ing Erie until June 1. 

Capt. Thomas G. McFarland, det. 2nd Anti- 
aircraft Bn., FMF, MB, Parris Island, to 
Fleet Machine Gun School, Utah, via Chateau 
Thierry, sailing Charleston, April 16, delay 
in reporting Utah until June 3. 

Capt. Francis B, Loomis, May 1, det. FMF, 
MCB, San Diego, to MD, Pensacola, delay in 
reporting to June 15. 

Capt. Lawrence R. Kline, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, Quantico, to duty as 
Inspector-Instructor, 16th Bn., FMCR, In- 
dianapolis, Ind., delay of one month in re- 
porting. 

Capt. John E. Curry, May 27, det. Marine 
Corps Schools, Quantico, to duty as CO, MD, 
RS, NYd., Phila., delay of one month in re- 
porting. 

Capt. William W. Davidson, Capt. Ernest 
EB. Shaughnessey, Capt. Samuel K. Bird, May 
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27, det. Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to 
Hdqrs., Marine Corps, Wash., duty Office of 
Paymaster. 

Capt. Francis H. Brink, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, Quantico, to MB, Parris 
Island. 

Capt. Robert L. Griffin, jr., May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Hdaqrs., 
Marine Corps, Wash., duty Office of Pay- 
master, 

Capt. Presley M. Rixey, May 27, 1938, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to MB, 
NAD, Hingham, Mass., delay of one month in 
reporting. 

Capt. John H. Coffman, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, Quantico, to Office of 
Judge Advocate General, Navy Dept., Wash. 

Capt. Ralph D. McAfee, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va., to MB, 
Norfolk NYd. 

Capt. Francis J. Cunningham, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, to MD, RS, 
NYd., New York, delay of one month in re- 
porting. 

Capt. Walfried H. Fromhold, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to Staff 
of Basic School, MB, NYd., Phila., delay in 
reporting to June 30. 

Capt. Walter A. Wachtler, June 10, det. 
MB, Quantico, to Hdqrs., Marine Corps, 
Wash., for duty Div, Operations and Train- 
ing. 

Capt. Nicholas E. Clauson, June 30, det. 
MD, RS, NYd., New York, to MB, NYd., 
Boston, 

Capt. Martin 8. Rahiser, May 27, det. Ma- 
rine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to MB, 
SB, New London, delay of one month in re- 
porting. 

Capt. Homer L,. Litzenberg, jr., June 20, 
det. Command and General Staff School, Ft. 
Leavenworth, to War Plans Section, Bks. 
Det., Quantico, delay of one month in re- 
porting. 

Capt. David K. Claude, Capt. Frank M. 
Reinecke, June 16, det. Infantry School, Ft. 
Benning, to FMF, MCB, San Diego, delay in 
reporting to July 15. 

Capt. Andrew J. Mathiesen, Capt. Marcellus 
J. Howard, June 16, det, Infantry School, Ft. 
Benning, to Staff of Basic Schools, MB, NYd., 
Phila., delay reporting to June 30. 

Capt. John J. Heil, June 14, det. Infantry 
School, Ft. Benning, to Staff of Marine Corps 
Schools Quantico, delay in reporting to Aug. 
1 


Capt. Zebulon C. Hopkins, June 30, det. 
Air Corps Technical School, Chanute Fid., 
Rantoul, Ll, to Aircraft Two, FMF, NAS, 
San Diego. 

Capt. Ira L. Kimes, June 7, det. Air Corps 
Tactical School, Maxwell Fid., Montgomery, 
Ala., to Aircraft One, 1st Mar Brig., FMF, 
MB, Quantico. 

Capt. Thomas B. White, June 7, det. Air 
Corps Tactical School, Maxwell Fid., to 
Hdars., Marine Corps, Wash., duty in Avia- 
tion Div., delay in reporting to June 22, 

Capt. Joe A. Smoak, June 10, 1938, det. 
NAS, Pensacola, to Aircraft One, Ist Mar. 
Brig. Quantico, delay in reporting to July 15. 


ist Lt. Edward J, Dillon, May 10, det. Air- 
craft One, 1st Mar. Brig., Quantico, to MD, 
Texas, delay in reporting to June 1. 

ist Lt. Julian G. Humiston, 2nd Lt. James 
W. Ferguson, April 15, det. MB, NYd., New 
York, ord. to temporary duty MB, NYd., 
Boston, April 20, to May 1, then to duty with 
MD, RR, Wakefield, Mass, 

ist Lt. Clifton R. Moss, April 15, det. MD, 
NP, NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., ord. to tem- 
porary duty MB, NY4d., Boston, April 20, to 
May 1, then to duty as CO, MD, RR, Wake- 
fleld, Mass. 

ist Lt. Samuel G. Taxis, June 25, det. 
Coast Artillery School, Ft. Monroe, Va., to 
Staff of Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, 
delay of fourteen days in reporting. 

ist Lt. Claude I. Boles, April 20, det. MB, 
SB, Coco Solo, to Dept. of Pacific, via first 
available Government transportation, 


2nd Lt. Howard F. Bowker, 2nd Lt. Greg- 
ory Boyington, 2nd Lt. Fred R. Emerson, 
2nd Lt. Freeman W. Williams, 2nd Lt. Frank 
W. Davis, 2nd Lt. Charles N. Endweiss, 2nd 
Lt. Francis F. Griffiths, 2nd Lt. Charles J. 
Quilter, July 1, det. Aircraft One, 1st Mar. 
Brig. FMF, MB, Quantico, to Basic School, 
MB, NYd., Phila., to report not later than 
July 5. 

2nd Lt. Frank P. Hager, jr., May 15, det. 
FMF, MCB, San Diego, to MD, Tennessee, 
delay in reporting to June 15. 

2nd Lt. Earl A. Sneeringer, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to MD, 
California, delay in reporting to June 18. 

2nd Lt. Richard H, Crockett, May 27, det. 
Marine Corps Schools, MB, Quantico, to MD, 
West Virginia, delay in reporting to June 18. 

2nd Lt. Frank L. Kilmartin, April 10, det. 
2nd Antiaircraft Bn., FMF, MB, Parris 
Island, to MD, Saratoga, via Chateau Thierry, 
sailing Charleston, April 16, delay in report- 
ing to May 23. 

2nd Lt. Marvin H. Floom, det. ist Mar. 
Brig. FMF, MB, Quantico, to MD, New 
Mexico, via Chateau Thierry, sailing New 
York, April 14, delay reporting to 23 May. 

2nd Lt. Wilmer EB. Barnes, det. 1st Mar. 
Brig. FMF, MB, Quantico, ord. temporary 
duty Nevada, Aug. 1, via Chateau Thierry, 





sailing New York, April 14, delay reporting 
Nevada until June 13. Completion temp. 
duty Nevada, ord, MD, Mississippi. 

2nd Lt. Kenneth D. Bailey, det. 1st Mar. 
Brig., FMF, MB, Quantico, to MD, Pennsyl- 
vania, via Chateau Thierry, sailing New 
York, April 14, delay reporting to June 3. 

2nd Lt. James A. Embry, July 1, det. 1st 
Mar. Brig., FMF, MB, Quantico, to Basic 
School, MB, NYd., Phila., to report not later 
than July 5. 

2nd Lt. Thomas G. Roe, June 25, det. MB, 
Puget Sound NYd., to MD, New Mexico. 

2nd Lt. Hollis U. Mustain, June 1, det. MB, 
Puget Sound NYd., to MD, Mississippi. 

2nd Lt. John W. Graham, June 1, det. MB, 
Puget Sound Nyd., to MD, Idaho. 

2nd Lt. John EB. Morris, May 21, det. MD, 
NP, NYd., Mare Island, to MD, Houston, 
delay in reporting to June 15. 

2nd Lt. Russell B. Warye, May 21, det. 
MD, NP, NYd., Mare Island, to MD, Chicago, 
delay in reporting to June 15. 

2nd Lt. Albert F. Metze, June 1, det. MD, 
Reeve Field, Terminal Island, te MD, Mary- 
land, 

2nd Lt. Marion M. Magruder, May 31, det. 
MB, NYd., Wash., to MB, NAS, Pensacola, 
with delay in reporting to June 25. 

2nd Lt. Gene S. Neely, 2nd Lt. Ralph Haas, 
May 25, det. ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, to MB, 
NAS, Pensacola, delay in reporting to June 
25. 

2nd Lt. Ben F. Prewitt, 2nd Lt. Wilfrid H. 
Stiles, June 10, det, Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, 
to MB, NAS, Pensacola, delay in reporting to 
June 25. 

2nd Lt. Elby D. Martin, June 30, det. MB, 
NTS, Great Lakes, to Ist Mar. Brig., Quan- 
tico, delay of twenty-five days in reporting. 

2nd Lt. Edward H. Drake, 2nd Lt. Benja- 
min L. MeMakin, 2nd Lt, Lee C. Merrell, jr., 
2nd Lt, Stewart B. O'Neill, jr., 2nd Lt. Jack 
L. Stonebanks, June 30, 1938, det. MB, Parris 
Island, 8. C., to Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, Va. 

2nd Lt. Oscar K. LaRoque, 2nd Lt. George 
F. Britt, on reporting relief June , det. MB, 
Norfolk NYd., to Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, 
delay 15 days in reporting. 

2nd Lt. Robert B. Moore, 2nd Lt. August 
F. Penzold, jr., on reporting relief in July, 
det. MB, NOB, Norfolk, to Ist Mar. Brig., 
FMF, Quantico, Va. 

2nd Lt. John H. Earle, jr., 2nd Lt. Joseph 
P. Sayers, on reporting relief in June, det. 
MB, Wash., to Ist Mar. Brig. Quantico. 

2nd Lt. Jean W. Moreau, on reporting re- 
lief in June, det. MD, Reina Mercedes, NA, 
Annapolis, to Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico. 

2nd Lt. Philip C. Metzger, on reporting re- 
lief in June, det. MB, NYd., Phila., to 1st 
Mar. Brig., Quantico, delay of one month and 
ten days in reporting. 

2nd Lt. David L. Stonecliffe, when directed 
by CO, MB, NYd., Phila., det. that post to 
Quantico, delay in reporting to June 30. 

2nd Lt. William M. Ferris, on reporting re- 
lief in July, dt. MB, NAS, Lakehurst, to 1st 
Mar. Brig., Quantico. 

2nd Lt. John J. Wermuth, 2nd Lt. Howard 
L. Davis, on reporting relief in June, det. 
MB, NYd., New York, to Ist Mar. Brig., Quan- 
tico. 

2nd Lt. Francis H, Cooper, on reporting re- 
lief in June, det. MB, NTS, Newport, R. 1., 
to Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, 

2nd Lt. John EK. Willey, on reporting relief 
in June, det. MB, NYd., Boston, to Ist Mar. 
Brig., Quantico, 

2nd Lt. Everett W. Smith, on reporting re- 
lief in July, det. MB, NYd., Boston, to Ist 
Mar. Brig., Quantico. 

2nd Lt. Paul R. Tyler, on reporting relief 
June, det. MD, NP, NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., 
to Ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, delay of 21 days 
in reporting. 

2nd Lt. Carl A. Youngdale, on reporting re- 
lief, June, det. MD, NP, NYd., Portsmouth, 
N. H., to ist Mar. Brig., Quantico, delay of 
15 days in reporting. 

2nd Lt. William J. Piper, jr., 2nd Lt. Wil- 
liam D. Roberson, on reporting relief, July, 
det. MB, NYd., Portsmouth, N. H., to Ist Mar. 
Brig., Quantico, delay of one month in re- 
porting. 

2nd Lt. Robert J. 
MB, NYd., Portsmouth, N. 
tico. 

1st Lt. Clifford H. Shuey, June 3, det. Engi- 
neer School, Ft. Belvoir, Va., to Ist Mar. 
Brig., Quantico, delay in reporting to June 30. 

2nd Lt. William 8S. MeCormick, June 25, 
det. Coast Artillery School, Ft. Monroe, Va., 
to 2nd Antiaireraft Bn., FMF, MCR, San 
Diego, delay of one month in reporting. 

2nd Lt. William T. Fairbourn, about June 
11, det. Field Artillery School, Ft. Sill, Okla., 
to FMF, MCB, San Diego, delay in reporting 
to July 7. 

2nd Lt. Kenneth A. Jorgensen, June 11. det. 
Field Artillery School, Ft. Sill, Okla., to FMP, 
MCB, San Diego, delay in reporting to July 


Johnson, April 15, det. 
H., to MB, Quan- 


25. 

2nd Lt. Frederick P. Henderson, 2nd Lt. 
Jack Tabor, June 11, det. Field Artillery 
School, Ft. Sill, Okla., to Ist Mar. Brig., Quan- 
tico, delay in reporting to June 30. 

2nd Lt. John 8S. Oldfield, June 11, det. Field 
Artillery School, Ft. Sill, Okla., to Ist Mar. 
Brig., Quantico, delay of four days in report- 
ing. 

2nd Lt. Fred H. Lemmer, relieved from Ist 





Mar. Brig., Quantico, Va., to Ist Signal ¢, 
MB, Quantico. ’ 


Ch. Mar. Gnr, Jacob Roeller, May 15, dw 
Mar. Scouting Squadron Three, Charlo, 
Amalie, St. Thomas, V. IL. to Aircraft Ty, 
FMF, NAS, San Diego, via Chateau Thiery 
sailing New York, May 26. 


Navy Orders 
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Lt. (jg) Robert W. Germany, jr., det. Navy 
Acacemy, May 28; to instn. Nav. Operatiog 

Lt. (jg) Clinton J, Heath, det. Dorsey, Yy 
19; to Simpson. 

Lt. (jg) Thomas B. Hutchins, 4rd, i 
Naval Academy, May 28; to Reina Mercedq 

Lt. (jg) Edward F. Jackson, det. Dorgy 
May 19; to Case. 

Lt. (jg) Loyd H. Jones, det. Nav, Trg 
Sta., San Diego, in May; to Borie. 

Lt. (jg) Robert F. Jones, det. Nav. Airent 
Factory, NYd., Phila., June 1; to VJ-1 (Riga) 

Lt. (jg) Vernon L. Lowrance, det. Naw 
Academy, May to instn. Hydro, Ofie 
Navy Dept. 

Lt. (jg) Frederick C. Lucas, jr., det. Naw 
Academy, May 28; to Nav. Torp. Sta., New 
port. 

Lt. (jg) 
Academy, May 28; 


OR: 
“o>; 


Theodore T. Miller, det. Naw 


to Yorktown. 


April 1, 1938 


Comdr. Van Hubert Ragsdale, det. C, 6, 
Nav. Reserve Aviation Base, Oakland, in June: 
to instn. Nav. War College. 

Comdr. Leonard P. Wessell, det. Californis 
June 17; to command Ramapo. 


Lt, Comdr. Wilson P. Cogswell, det. staf 
Cdr, Aircraft, Sectg. Force, June; to staf 
Cdr. Aircraft, Battle Force, as comm. off. 

Lt. Comdr. Harry R. Hayes, det. as Dis 
Comm. Off., 6th Nav. Dist., about June} 
to Bridge as exec. off. 

Lt. Comdr. James H. McKay, det. C. 0., Nex 
Reserve Aviation Base, St. Louis, June; 
duty as C. O., VF-2 (Lexington). 

ut. Comdr. Edward P. Moore, duty as¢ 
Navy Dept. 

Lt. Comdr. Campbell H. Minckler, det, Aig 
and flag secy. on staff, Cdr. Trng. Detad 
ment, U. S. Fit., May 1; to duty as aidew 
Supt., Naval Academy, Annapolis. 

O., Trng. Sqdn. 8, 5th Nav. Dist., Annapolis 
June. 


Lt. Joseph S. Donnell, jr., ors. Mareh ¥ 
revoked; continue duty Ist Nav. Dist. 

Lt. Walter L. Dyer, det. Zane, June 11; 
duty Bath Iron Works Corp., Bath, Maine 

Lt. Arthur A. Griese, det. 14th Nay. Dis 
May 13; to command Robin. 

Lt. Darrough S. Gurney, det, NYd., Mar 
Island, May; to Beaver as engr. off. 

Lt. Cecil F. Harper, det. Nav. Air Sta. 8 
Diego, May; to VP-12 (Langley). 

Lt. Charles W. Humphreys, det. 
Academy, May; to Idaho as comm, off. 

Lt. William A. Kanakanui, det. 11th Nw 
Dist., May 1; to Waters as exec. off. 

Lt. Roland P. Kauffman, det. Nav, We 
College, May; to duty as C. O., Nav. Reserre 
Aviation Base, New York. 

Lt. Fitzhugh Lee, det. Nav. Air Sta., Pens 
cola, June; to VF-6 (Yorktown). 

Lt. Charles W. Ocexle, det, Nav. Air 8, 
Norfolk, May; to VP-9 (Wright). 

Lt. William 8S. Stovall, jr., det. Nav. Ope 
ations, Navy Dept., May 1; to 8-26. 


Lt. (jg) Charles R. Gilliam, det. Naw 
Academy, May 28; to ec. f. o. Nashville and @ 
bd. when comm, 

Lt. (jz) William C. Kaiser, det. Nav. Air 
Sta., Norfolk, June; to VP-15 (Owl). 


Ens. Robert S. Burdick, det. Sctg. For 
May 25; to Perry. : 

Ens, Frank M. Smith, det. Dorsey, May 
to Clark. 


Capt. Harry E. Jenkins (MC), det. 
Hosp., Great Lakes, June 1; to instn. Ms. 
War College. s 

Comdr. Adrian R. Marron (CC), det. Nit, 
Mare Island, June; to Bu. C. & RB. Mat 
Dept. 

Lt. Comdr. Valentine J. McManus (CEC 
det. 3rd Nav. Dist., June; to NYd., Bos 


Ch. Gnr. Carl J. Nardahl, det. Nav. Air 8% 
San Diego, May 1; to Asiatic Station. 

Ch. Elec. John KE. Malmberg, det. 4% 
Nay. Inspr. of Machy., Fedl. Shipbldg. & 
Dock Co., Kearny N. J., June 1; to © {6 
Phoenix and on bd, when comm, 

Ch. Pharm. Robert N, Cheetham, det. Me 
rine Barracks, Quantico, April 15; Mf 
Hospital, Newport, R. I. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Maurice A. Herrlieh, de. 
Minneapolis, March; to NYd., Puget 50 

Ch. Pay Clk. Charles C, Hiles, det. At 
sas, May 1; to Nav. Research Lab., Anacosit 

Ch. Pay Clk. George G. Jordan, det. MW 
Research Lab., Anacostia Sta., June 
Saratoga. 

Ch, Pay Clk. John Peak, det. Salt Lab 
City, June; to 9th Nav. Dist., Great Laket 
Ch. Carp. Claude M. Joseph, det. Norf 
NYd., May 2; to c. f. 0. Boise and o 
when comm. ae 
Ch. Carp. Paul J. Lynch, det. Nav. 

(Continued on Next Page) 
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April 9, 1938 


Navy Orders 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
Sta., Norfolk, June 15; to Whitney. 
Carp. Adam Kutz, det. Quincy, June 15; to 
peina Mercedes. 


Asiatic Orders March 29 

tt. Comdr. Earle H. Kincaid, det. staff, 
jsiatic Fit.; to Seattle as exec, off. 

ut. Patrick Henry, jr., to Patrol Sqdn. 
15 (Owl). 

Lt. L. F. Connolly, det. Black Hawk; to 
16th Nav. Dist. 

Lt. Edwin P. Martin, det. Guam; to Cano- 
pus. 

Lt. (ig) Robert D. Roblin, det. Sacramento; 
to trtmt. Nav. Hosp., Canacao. 

u. Gg) Arthur K. Espenas, 
danao; to Stewart. 


fas. Jefferson D. Parker, to Destroyer Sqdn. 


det, Min- 


‘Bos. Kenneth West, det. Stewart; to Min- 
danao. 


ut. Comdr. Joseph F. Lankford (MC), det. 
Nyd., Cavite; to Augusta. 

Lt, Comdr. Elmer C, O’Connell (DC), det. 
Nay. Hosp., Canacao; to 4th Marines; Shang- 


al, 

a. Comdr. Henry G. Ralph (DC), det. 4th 
Yarines, Shanghai; to 16th Nav. District. 

Lt. jg) Stephen T. Kasper (DC), det. NYd., 
Cavite; to Yangtze Patrol. 

Mach. Samuel M, Brady, det. Black Hawk; 
to 16th Naval District. 

Mach. Murray J. Hunter, det. NYd., Cavite; 
to Black Hawk. 

Ch. Pay Clk. Glenn P. Hardy, det. staff, 
Asiatic Fit.; to Naval Air Sta., Pensacola. 


April 2, 1938 


Capt. Frank H. Roberts, det. staff, Nav. 
War College, May 31; to duty as Comdr. Dest. 
Sqdn, 2. 

Comdr. Andrew C. McFall, det. CO, Trng. 
fin. 8, Sth Nav. Dist., Annapolis, June; to 
co Wasp and on bd. as exec. off. when comm. 


lt. Comdr. Nathan W. Bard, ors. Feb. 24 
modified. To New York as engr. off.; instead 
duty Arkansas. 

lt. Comdr. Newcomb L. Damon, ors. March 
Nimodified. To Office of Nav. Inspr. of Machy. 
New York Shipbldg. Corp., Camden; instead 
daty NYd., Boston. 

lt. Comdr. Howard W. Fitch, det. New Or- 
fans, June 18; to NYd., New York. 

lt. Comdr. Donald T. Giles, det. Norfolk 
Wd. Portsmouth, June; to cfo Wichita and 
on bd, as engr. off. when comm, 

lt, Comdr. William B. Goggins, det. CO, 
McCormick, June 11; to Trenton as nav. off. 
lt. Comdr. Grover B. H. Hall, det. Nav. 
Air 8ta., Anacostia, June; to command VS- 
42 (Ranger). 
lt. Comdr. James L. Holloway, jr., det. 
Mw. Operations, Navy Dept., May 28; to 
idaho, 
lt. Comdr. Charles L. Hutton, det. Nav. 
Mine Depot, Yorktown, May; to cfo Boise and 
odd. as nav. off. when comm. 


lt. Comdr. Stanley €. Norton, det. New 
York June 2; to command Salinas. 
lt. Comdr. Arthur R. Ponto, det. Utah, 


me ll; te duty as Instructor of Nav. Re- 
e, Los Angeles. 


lt. William G. Buch, det. Whitney, June 4; 
» duty with Inspr. of Nay. Matl. Chicago 
‘ist., Chicago. 

lt. Guy P. Garland, det. Nav. Operations, 
Navy Dept., June 3; to California. 

lt, Richard H. Gingras, det. Naval Acad- 
my, May; to Salt Lake City as asst. engr. off. 
Lt. Perey H. Lyon, det. Nav. Air Sta., Pen- 
wola, May; to VP-19 (Teal). 

lt. Charles W. Moses, det. California, June 
‘o instn, Nav. War College. 

pt Thomas C. Ritchie, det. Off. in Chge., 
Miry Retg. Sta., Little Rock, Ark., June 1; 
» Astoria, 


lt. (jg) Aleorn G. Beckmann, det. Vega, 
we 15; to Nav. Trng. Sta., Great Lakes. 

it. (jg) Charles K. Duncan, det, Salt Lake 
'Y, May 9; to Schenck. 

1 (jg) Reid P. Fiala, det. Trever, June 13; 
"Naval Academy. 

Kt. (jg) Francis J. Foley, det. Flusser, June 

+y Naval Academy. 

“. (jg) Charles R. Herms, det, Naval Acad- 

ty May 28; to Saratoga. 

MS (jg) Raymond P. Hunter, det. Quincy, 
9; to Naval Academy. 

i. fe Schermerhorn Van Mater, det. 

et lr Sta., Pensacola, June; to VP-15 
). 

Eng, Victor M. Gadrow, det. Colorado, May 

adger. 


. 
mdr. James D. Rives, (MC), det. Univ. 


Sa Grad. School of Medicine, Phila., 
ito Nay. Hosp., Phila. 
- Julian J. Levasseur, (SC), det. NYd., 


» June; to Bu. S. & A., Navy Dept. 


Rt. Emil H, Groth, (CHC), det. NYd., 


"Island, May 23; to Colorado. 

:Puarm, Franklyn C. Cooley, to duty Nav. 
» Wash. 

Pharm, ¢: 


onard C. Fowkes, to duty Nav. 





Med. School, Wash. 

Pharm. Lewis E. Nichols, to duty Nav. 
Hosp., Phila. 

Pharm. James A. Pfeiffer, to duty Nav. 
Hosp., Phila. 

Pharm. Clifford M. Sims, to duty Brooklyn. 

Pharm. William T. Sterling, to duty Nav. 
Med. School, Wash. 


April 4, 1938 


Lt. Comdr. Frederick W. McMahon, det. C. 
O., VS-3 (Saratoga), June; to Lexington. 

Lt. Comdr, Elwood D. Poole, det. Bu. Engr., 
Navy Dept., May; to command Claxton. 


Lt. William 8. Harris, det. Nav. Air Sta., 
Pensacola, June; to VB-3 (Saratoga). 

Lt. Herbert L. Hoerner, det. Nav. Air Sta., 
San Diego, June; to VT-3 (Saratoga). 

Lt. David L. Nutter, ors. Feb. 25 modified. 
To staff, Cdr. Trng. Detachment, U. 8S. Fit., 
as aide and flag It., instead aide and flag 
secretary. 

Lt. Eugene E. Paro, det. Maryland, May; 
to duty as Aide to Cdt., NYd., Phila. 

Lt. George Edmund Peterson, det. Subm. 
Base, New London, June 5; to command Cut- 
tlefish. 

Lt. Warren D. Wilkin, 
Coco Solo, July 1; to ec, f. 
command when comm, 


Lt. (jg) Joseph F. Enright, det. S-35, June 
10; to 8-29. 

Lt. (jg) George O. Hobbs, det. Selfridge, 
May 12; to Wyoming. 

Lt. (jg) William 8S. Howell, det. Trenton, 
May 16; to Dorsey. 

Lt. (jg) Charles C. Howerton, det. Nav. Air 
Sta., Pensacola, June; to Ranger, 

Lt. (jg) Edwin E. Lord, 3rd, det. Memphis, 
May 9; to Tillman, 

Lt. (jg) James W. 
June 13; to Litchfield. 


Lt. Comdr,. Jack H. Harris (MC), det, Navy 
Retg. Sta., Birmingham, April 8; to trtmt. 
Norfolk Nav. Hosp. 

Lt. Comdr. DeWitt T. Hunter (MC), det. 
Marine Barracks, Quantico, April; to Navy 
Ketg. Sta., Birmingham, Alabama. 

Ens. Edgar D. Vestal, jr. (SC), det. Fit. 
Air Base, Pearl Harbor, T. H., June 24; to 
resignation accepted effective Aug. 28. 

Lt. Edmund M. Ragsdale (CC), det. Vestal, 
June 7; to NYd., Pearl Harbor. 


Ch, Pharm. William C. Van 
Nav. Hosp., Great Lakes; to 
Navy Dept. 


det. Subm. Base, 
o. Seulpin and in 


White, det. Astoria, 


Norden, det. 
Bu. M. & &., 


April 5, 1938 


Capt. William Ancrum, det, chief of staff, 
Cdr. Sth Nav. Dist., May or June; to home, 
relieved all active duty. 


Comdr. Owen E. Grimm, det. Bu. Engr., 
Navy Dept., May; to Staff, Cdr., Battleships, 
Battle Force, as eng. off. 

Comdr. Frank L. Lowe, duty as Cdr. Dest. 
Div. 3, and addl. duty command Flusser on 
April 30. 

Comdr. Francis K. O’Brien, det. Shore Es- 
tablishments Div., Navy Dept., May 14; to 
Marblehead as exec. off. 

Comdr. Edward B. Rogers, det, California, 
June 11; to Bu. Engr., Navy Dept. 

Comdr. Donald Royee, ors, March 12 re- 
voked, Det. staff, Cdr. Aircraft, Battle Force, 
June; to duty as Inspr. of Naval Aircraft, 
Wright Fid., Dayton, Ohio. 

Comdr. James M. Steele, det. C. O., Brazos, 
June 13; to instn. Nav. War College. 


Lt. Comdr. Peter K. Fischler, det. C. O., 
Farragut, May 31; to instn. Nav. War College. 

Lt. Comdr. Hugh H. Goodwin, det. Nav. Air 
Sta., Pensacola, May or June; to VO-1 (Ari- 
zona) as C, O. 

Lt. Comdr. Byron H. Hanlon, det. Nav. Gun 
Factory, NYd., Wash., May 27; to command 
Lamson, 

Lt. Comdr. James L. Holloway, jr., det. Nav. 
Operations, Navy Dept., May 28; to Idaho as 
nav. off. 

Lt. Comdr. Charles R. Lamdin, ors, Feb, 12 
modified. To Arkansas as engr. off.; instead 
duty New York. 

Lt. Comdr. Clarence V. Lee, det. 
Academy, May; to command Aylwin. 


Lt. Worthington S. Bitler, det. staff, Cdr. 
Trng. Detachment, U. 8. Fit., June 1; to The 
Panama Canal, Balboa Heights. 

Lt. Francis P. Brewer, ors. March 24 re 
voked. To trtmt, Nav. Hosp., Brooklyn. 

Lt. John G. Foster, jr., det. Nav. Air Sta., 
Norfolk, May or June; to VCS-3 (Concord). 

Lt. Richard G. Ganahl, det. Naval Home, 
Phila., June; to San Francisco, 


Nav. 


Lt. John F. Greenslade, det. Bu, Aero., Navy 
Dept., May; 
Lt. Glenn 8. 
fied. 


to command Swan. 
Holman, ors. March 
To Beaver; instead Hannibal. 
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Lt. James 8. Laidlaw, det. Nav. Ammun. 
Depot, Puget Sound, May; to staff, Cdr. Dest, 
Sqdn. 12, as gun, off. 

Lt. Eugene B. Lindsey, det. Univ. of Mich., 
June 18; to VO-4 (Maryland). 

Lt. Edward C. Loughead, det. Naval 
Academy, April; to ce. f. o. Enterprise and on 
bd. as comm. off. when comm. 

Lt. William EB. Makosky, ors. March 29 re- 
voked; continue duty 3rd Nav. Dist., New 
York. 

Lt. Brook S. Mansfield, det. Reina Mercedes, 
June 27; to Langley as ist It. and dam. cont. 
off. 

Lt. William A. P. Martin, jr. ors. March 21 
modified. To Hannibal as nav. off., instead 
duty Antares. 

Lt. Carl H. Reynolds, jr., det. Arkansas, 
June 1; to duty as Dist. Comm. Off., Ist Nav. 
Dist., Boston, 

Lt. Emmett J. Sullivan, det. Pennsylvania, 
June 1; to Nav. Air Sta., Lakehurst. 

Lt. Joe Taylor, det. Nav. Air Sta., Norfolk, 
June; to VB-2 (Lexington). 

Lt. Eugene D. Sullivan, det. Portland; con- 
tinue trtmt. Nav. Hosp., San Diego. 

Lt. Thayer T. Tucker, det. Bu. Aero., Navy 
Dept., June 1; to VCS-6 as C. O. 

Lt. John T. Warren, det. NYd., Pearl Har- 
bor, May; to Worden as exec. off. 


Lt. (jg) Ray Davis, det. Chester, May 9; 
to Roper. 

Lt. (jg) Craig R, Garth, det. U. 8. Fit., May 
16; to c. f. o. Boise and on bd. when comm, 

Lt. (jg) Willis O. Johnson, det. Lexington, 
June 13; to Fit, Air Base, Coco Solo. 

Lt. (jg) Lloyd H. McAlpine, ors, Feb. 9 re- 
voked. Det. VJ-2 (Rigel), May or June; to 
VP-4 San Diego. 

Lt. (jg) Jesse H. Motes, jr., det. Mac- 
donough, June 13; to NYd., Charleston. 

Lt. (ig) Seymour D. Owens, det. Cincinnati, 
June 13; to Naval Academy. 

Lt. (ig) John C. Parham, jr., det. Trenton, 
June 13; to Nav. Trng. Sta., Norfolk. 

Lt. (jg) Alton E. Parker, det, Hull, May 12; 
to Chaumont. 

Lt. (jz) Ennis W. Taylor, det. Hull, May 
12; to Chaumont. 

Lt. (jz) Richard C. Williams, jr., det. Ne- 
vada, June 16; to Vega. 


Ens. John H, Carmichael, det. Mississippi, 
May 2; to c. f. o. Nashville and on bd, when 
comm, 

Ens. Jack R. Crutchfield, det. Tennessee, 
May 28; to c. f. o. Honolulu and on bd. when 
comm, 

Ens. David R. Connole, det. Colorado, May 
2; to ec. f. o, Nashville and on bd. when comm, 

Ens. Carl R. Doerflinger, det. Concord, May 
28; to c. f. o. Honolulu and on bd, when comm, 








Ens. Harrison P. McIntire, det. Tennessee, 
May 12; to Wyoming. 

Ens, John W. Payne, jr., det. Pennsylvania, 
May 15; to c. f. o. Honolulu and on bd. when 
comm, 

Ens. Floyd T. Thompson, det. Arizona, May 
2; to New York. 

Ens, Stanley M. Zimny, det. Concord, May 
28; to c. f. o, Honolulu and on bd. when 
comm, 


Comdr, Joel T. Boone (MC), ors. March 28 
revoked. 

Comdr. Leo G. Thyson (MC), det. Mayo 
Foundation, Rochester, July 1; to Nav. Hosp., 
Puget Sound. 

Comdr, Howard A, Tribou (MC), det. NYd., 
An eat N. H., April 16; to Asiatic Sta- 
tion, 

Lt. Comdr. Jacob W. Troxell (MC), det. 
Whitney, May; to Nav. Trng. Sta., Norfolk. 

Lt. (jg) Stephen J. Ryan (MC), det. Nav. 
Med. School, Wash., April; to Nav. Hosp., 
Pear! Harbor. 


April 6, 1938 


Comdr, Cornelius W. Flynn, det. C. 0., Vega, 
June 13; to 11th Nay. Dist., San Diego. 

Comdr, Einar R. Johnson, det. C. O., Dent, 
June 26; to Bu. Engr., Navy Dept. 

Comdr. Charles F, Martin, det. lith Nav. 
Dist,, June 15; to Office of Judge Adv. General, 
Navy Dept. 

Lt. Comdr. Henry L. Pitts, det. staff, Cdr. 
Aircraft, Battle Force, June; to NYd., New 
York, as radio. mati. off, 

Lt. Comdr. Walton R. Read, ors, March 2 

(Please turn to Page 701) 
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SERVICE NEWS AND GOSSIP 











Foreign Affairs—Rear Admiral Kiyoshi Noda, official spokesman for the Japanese 
Navy, has been quoted this week as warning the United States and Russia not to 
infringe upon Japanese domination of the Far East. He is alleged to have indicated 
that increased American naval building, and extension of the American naval 
“frontier” in the western Pacific, are resented, and are regarded with concern by 
Tokyo. Like resentment was expressd toward Russia. The Japanese Government 
has not communicated the warning to the State Department. In any case, Congress 
will pass the naval building program pending before the Senate Naval Committee. 
Possibly the Japanese spokesman had in mind the announced intention of the 
President to recommend to Congress maintenance of economic relations with the 
Philippine Islands until 1960, and perhaps a change in the law granting the Archi- 
pelago independence in 1945. It may be, too, the resentment applied to our occupation 
of several atolls in the Pacific. If Japan should make complaint about our naval 
program and our activities in the western ocean, including the maneuvers of the 
Fleet beyond Hawaii, the State Department will make it clear that we are minding 
our own business and expect the Japanese to mind theirs. As to Russia, the Soviet 
Government has brusquely rejected a Japanese demand to suppress the munitions 
trade with China. The demand is to be repeated in stronger terms. Japan is com- 
plaining at French suply of munitions to the Chinese, but have made no complaint 
officially and have apparently not sought to interfere with ships bringing arms 
to the Tonquinese ports for transportation to Hankow. 

The offensive launched by the Rebel Forces designed to effect the capture of 
Barcelona menaces at this writing the remaining link between Catalonia and the larger 
part of Loyalist Spain. It has precipitated a reorganization of the Spanish Govern- 
ment Ministry, and aroused the fears of its adherents that Franco is on the road 
to victory. That such is the expectation of the British Government is shown by its 
dispatch of warships to Barcelona to protect British subjects and interests. It is 
distinctly stated in London that Premier Chamberlain has no intention of abandoning 
his “hands-off” policy in respect of Spain, and is pursuing to a conclusion his 
negotiations with the Dictator Governments. His policy won the strong endorsement 
of the House of Commons, which this week overwhelmingly rejected a Labor censure 
motion, Whether it be popular with the people is questionable in view of a by-election 
in West Fulham, which, with Chamberlain the issue, returned a labor candidate, 
who campaigned in support of collective security and against any agreement with 

Surope’s dictators. In spite of this set back, Chamberlain is proceeding to establish 
friendly relations with both Mussolini and Hitler. According to all reports, a treaty 
has been arranged, if not already signed, under which Italy will withdraw troops 
in Spain, after, but not before, the Civil War terminates. Italian troops are to be 
withdrawn also from the Balearic Islands, and a reduction of the forces in Libya 
is to occur. In return, Great Britain will recognize Ethiopia as an Italian Colony, 
and pave the way to like action by other members of the League of Nations; and the 
King of Italy is to be recognized as Emperor. As to Germany, Great Britain has 
recognized her annexation of Austria. De facto recognition of this annexation has 
been given by the State Department. We have accompanied such recognition by 
insistence upon German assumption of Austrian debts to the United States and to 
American citizens. It is declared by the State Department that in accepting officially 
the new status of Austria a precedent has not been established for our recognition 
of Italian possession of Ethiopia or the Japanese puppet state of Manchuquo. 
Obviously, however, the British action with respect to Ethiopia will lead to like 
action by Washington. Manchuquo is regarded as on a different basis, since Japan 
is pledged by treaty to respect the territorial integrity of China, and establishment 
of official relations with that country undoubtedly would be accepted as a precedent 
for the “Governments” which the Japanese have set up in Peiping and Nanking. 
Threatened by a Fascist Government in Spain, the tottering Blum Ministry in France 
is not in a position to do more than temporize with any developments arising either 
in Europe or Asia. In order to improve its political and defense situations, the 
Ministry has approached Poland, Roumania and Jugo-Slavia with a view to inducing 
them to join with France and Russia in aiding Czecho-Slovakia should the latter 
be attacked by Germany. The understanding is that a strong note was addressed 
to Poland, to expose her purpose. The French believe Poland has been flirting with 
Hitler and Mussolini, and thus far has received in payment their support of her 
attitude toward Lithuania. 


Assignment of General Officers—The War Department issued orders April 6, 
relieving Brig. Gen. Philip B. Peyton from command of the 12th Infantry Brigade 
at Ft. Sheridan, Ill., and assigning him to the command of the Hawaiian Coast 
Artillery Brigade. He will sail from New York for Hawaii on April 14. In his new 
assignment General Peyton will succeed Maj. Gen. James A. Woodruff, who has 
taken command of the Hawaiian Division at Schofield Barracks. 

In orders also issued April 6, Brig. Gen. Karl Truesdale has been relieved from 
duty with the 16th Infantry, Ft. Jay, N. Y., and assigned to the command of the 
12 Infantry Brigade at Ft. Sheridan, succeeding General Peyton. 


Help to Other American Governments—So beneficial to the United States and 
the other countries concerned has been the policy of detailing officers and enlisted 
men of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps to assist other American republics that the 
Department of State this week recommended that legislation be sought permitting 
the extension of this policy to other branches of the government besides the military 
and naval. In a report to the President, Secretary of State Hull, said, “It is my 
understanding that in general the services of the military and naval officers and 
enlisted men who have been detailed for service with foreign governments under 
the provisions of the Act of May 19, 1926, have been satisfactory, and that the policy 
which has been pursued in this respect has been one of benefit to the United States 
as well as to the foreign governments concerned. It would seem to follow, therefore, 
that the same policy might appropriately be broadened so as to render possible the 
detail of other officers and employees of the United States Government, in addition 
to military and naval personnel, to cooperate with foreign governments in non-mili- 
tary matters.” Secretary Hull added that requests have been received by this 
government from various other American governments “for cooperation in such 
matters as highway construction, public health, control of plant and animal con- 
tagious diseases, fisheries, and other technical or scientific problems.” 








ee 
Light Tank Organizations—With the Army beginning to receive sufficient 
tanks so that organization of those units becomes a lively, practical subject, it hay 
been decided to proceed with the battalion as an administrative organization andy 
regiment as the tactical organization. To that end it was announced this week ty, 
whenever in Army Regulations the word regiment is used in connection with an 
ministrative function the infantry battalion, light tanks, will be considered as inclyg 
The battalion command of such light tank battalion will be responsible for the y 
ministrative functions concerned and will exercise the authority conferred in regy 
tions for such purposes. 

Consequently changes were announced in AR 235-5 and AR 615-5. In AR 2 
paragraph 1 was changed to read as follows: 

“1, Form of.—a. The regiment is both an administrative and a tactical yy 
except the infantry regiment, light tanks, which is a tactical unit only. 

“b. In the Infantry, except in the light tanks, Cavalry, Field Artillery, Coast Arj 
lery Corps, Corps of Engineers, and Chemical Warfare Service the regiment js 
administrative unit.” 

AR 615-5.—Paragraph 5 was changed by adding a new subparagraph d, changiy 
the present designations of d to i, inclusive, to e to j, inclusive, respectively, gy 
changing subparagraph c as follows: 

“e, Except as provided in d and j below, the regimental commander will appointy 
noncommissioned officers in the regiment upon the recommendation of the compay 
commander. 

“d. The commanding officer of a light tank battalion will appoint all noncomn 
sioned officers in the battalion upon the recommendation of the company commande’ 
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Soldiers’ Songs Saved for Posterity—The Library of Congress in carrying out jj 
project for the uncovering and preservation of native American Folk Songs has » 
cently recorded a number of songs by soldiers at Ft. Thomas, Ky. Mr. Alan Lom 
who has been doing a great deal of the field work on the project, went to Ft. Knox fe 
the recording process. While he was principally in search of folk songs, Mr. Lomu 
also recorded a number of Army songs. In Washington, those concerned with th 
song preservation program said they thought the idea of collecting the songs of ty 





































Army and Navy a good one and there is a possibility it might be expanded. puml 
At Ft. Thomas a number of men were given auditions by Mr. Lomax and wiik 

there he procured sixteen records of old songs peculiar to the mountains of West Vil pitte 

ginia, Kentucky and Tennessee which the men had learned in their childhood frm duty, 






their grandparents and great grandparents. In some instances the men accompanid 
themselves on various musical instruments. Among those making records were Ss 


















































































geants Herbert E. Roop, Company H, and Andrew A, Kirkhart, Company M, and Pi throy 
vate Richard H. Parsons, Company K, all of whom made one or more records of di ment 
mountain ballads. Technical Sergeant Robert J. McDuff, Service Company, sw I 
several songs peculiar to the Army. to ho 
In addition to the records going into the permanent files of the Library of Cw 
gress duplicates are to be made and are to be played in schools, colleges and wih ogg 
versities for the purpose of teaching native American culture. Upon his depart] wij 
from Ft. Thomas, Mr. Lomax reported that he had procured a number of recoti expec 
from the men there that added much to the collection he had made and which we white 
exactly what the Library is searching for. 1 
be cor 
Health of the Army—The monthly review of the Health of the Army in the Unit 6 
States for the five weeks ended December 31, 1987, points out that conditions WG goewog 
unusually good. The increase in illness which usually takes place during this mou A 
did not occur. The sick rate was but slightly greater than in November. The ado gomm 
sions from disease increased moderately, but admissions for injuries showed a shin] gpifo) 
decline. The occurrence of communicable diseases was slightly greater than in i two gi 
vember, due chiefly to an increased incidence of common respiratory diseases. Plebe: 
There were but 2 cases of meningitis reported, 25 of measles, and 16 of mump 
The occurrence of malaria, four cases, was the lowest of the year. There 9 Congr 
practically no change in the occurrence of venereal diseases. A rigorous system“ heard 
venereal disease control was instituted at Ft. Thomas, Kentucky in May. During &® Loyali 
first 4 months of the year, 20 new cases were reported in that command. During month 
remaining eight months of the year, there were but four cases. The results of 0% adequ; 
control measures which have been placed in effect at Ft. Thomas will be follov’l) comm 
closely. If the methods continue to produce the results which they now promise," Repre; 
formation concerning them will be published at a later date. the ra 
The noneffective rate, based upon the number of patients remaining in hosp!"§ poneq 
at the end of each week was 27. were 1 
There were 41 deaths, 25 of which were due to injury and of these, 10 to automotilt any in 
accidents. the Na 
about | 
Ft. Hamilton Officers Club and Mess—Six miles below the Battery, at the soul] of avig 
end of Manhattan, on the historic grounds of Ft. Hamilton there now stands comple the Na 
a tribute to the initiative and resourcefulness of the officers of the United 88% tion i¢ 
Army and the craftsmanship of the W. P. A. This tribute is in the form of an Offer 
Club with every modern convenience and comfort, which was formally opened "'E Civil § 
appropriate ceremonies on April 2, 1938. The construction has been the renova Servic 
and modernization of the original Ft. Hamilton casemates built in 1825. mB mploy 
The original architecture of the old casemates has been adhered to, and "® the lay 
impressed with the beauty of the original stone and iron work at the entrances to to £ardles 
new Club. The ceilings and walls of four to eight foot thickness were of neces subject 
drilled through by hand for the installation of modern heating and plumbing faciliti Th 
The picturesque old fireplaces, once the only source of heat in this massive st Stated : 
building have been retained for their Colonial beauty as well as utility. Aft’ H Servicg 
hundred years, the drains of the building proved to be satisfactory and were rela also in 
although covered by concrete and brick. The modern age must bow in reverei® "@ Who re 
the engineering ability of the past. ca 2nd aby 
Long corridors, arched and flanked by the Colonial heavy stone fireplaces ait If, in t 
the admiration of every visitor to the club, and it will be an unusual experient Ment,’ | 
dance to modern music in the light and shadows along the corridors. The moi draw b 
kitchen can prepare and serve dinners and a modern grill, beautifully paneled Unless | 


viling to those who wish to stop by for a moment in the late afternoon. The Th 


nee 
rooms, reading room and library, ladies lounge and reception hall, all offer a guarit hot noy 
of perfect entertainment in an atmosphere charged with historic significance. - drawn | 
A beautiful stone stairway guarded by an exquisite antique wroUg in a pr 
balustrade leads to a recreation hall on the roof of the old casemates. THe receipts 
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ceiling here, iron fixtures and huge grey stone fireplace all blend into the 
dmplicity and beauty of the old casemate atmosphere. Adjoining this hall or as- 

room with small stage is an open terrace with flagstone walks and shrubbery 
trom which there are beautiful views of the bay. 


of Junior Officers—The report of the line selection board which last 
week named 192 lieutenants for promotion to the rank of lieutenant commander 
god 278 lieutenants (jg) for promotion to the rank of lieutenant, when broken 
down presents some interesting statistics. Of the 192 lieutenants selected, 11 were 
“pick-ups.” One officer was selected from the class commissioned in 1919, and 
gother from the class of 1920. The other nine “pick-ups” were from the class of 1933. 

The selection board went completely through the class of 1934, selecting approxi- 
pately 67 percent or two thirds of the members of the class for promotion. Only 
two extra numbers, aeronautical duty only officers, were considered and both were 
slected. The board went five numbers into the class of 1925 and selected all five. 

Considering only the officers who faced the selection board for the first time, 

ximately 275 officers were considered. Of these, exclusive of the extra numbers 
aod “pick-ups,” 179 were selected. This gives an average of selection of this group 
of about 65 per cent. 

Only five non-academy graduates faced the board, and all of these were passed 
over. 

Approximately 55 officers qualified as naval aviators were considered, with 45 
wlected for an average of about S2 per cent. Of officers qualified to command sub- 
marines, 46 were selected out of 64 considered. 

In the selection from lieutenant (jg) to lieutenant, 273 officers were chosen for 
promotion. Of these, 2 were “pick-ups,” and the other 271 were chosen from a total 
of 296 officers considered for the first time. This figures into a 91.55 percentage of 
selection. 

Seventy-one qualified naval heavier-than-air pilots were considered. Of these, 68 
were selected for an average of 95.78 per cent. The board completed the selection of 
the class of 1931, giving that class a percentage of 91. Twenty-two officers qualified 
tocommand submarines were considered and all were selected. The board went 12 
numbers into the class of 1932 and selected all twelve officers. 


Fifteenth Infantry in Tents—The Fifteenth Infantry, lately returned from China 
duty, is now quartered under canvas at Ft. Lewis, Wash., until more suitable 
accommodations can be provided. However, the quarters at Ft. Lewis have been 
made as comfortable as possible, with wood-framed tents and duck-board floorings 
throughout, and with such other facilities as can be incorporated into an encamp- 
nent of this kind. 

It is understood that the War Department is planning for a building program 
tohouse the Fifteenth at Ft. Lewis, although complete details are lacking. 


Mess Jackets for Midshipmen—Announcement was made this week by Comdr. 
William J. Larsen, aide to the superintendent of the Naval Academy, that it is 
expected that by June week the Midshipmen of the Academy will be equipped with 
white mess jackets as part of their summer white uniforms. 

These mess jackets will be similar to those worn by officers of the Navy and may 
be converted upon the Midshipman’s graduation from the Academy. 

One feature of the new mess jackets will be the attached vest which will be 
sewed into the jacket, thus providing a cooler uniform than the one in use at present. 

Also, the traditional anchors will be removed from the collars of the regulation 
summer whites, and gold braid shoulder bars will be substituted. A first classman’s 
wiform will bear three narrow gold stripes and anchor, a second classman’s will have 
two stripes and an anchor and a third classman’s will have one stripe and an anchor. 
Plebes will have no stripes. 


Congressional Air Survey Inactive—Except for one hearing at which members 
heard an interesting narrative of an American aviator’s adventures with the Spanish 
loyalist air force, the subcommittee of the House Military Committee designated a 
month ago to make an investigation into the strength of the Army Air Corps and the 
adequacy of our military air defense has been singularly inactive. When the sub- 
committee was instructed by the full committee back in February to make the study, 
Representative Harter, D. of Ohio, chairman of the group, announced plans for callling 
the ranking air officers of the Army the following week. These hearings were post- 
Poned and then postponed again indefinitely, and it was stated this week that there 
Were no plans at present for any hearings. Members of the subcommittee deny that 
any instructions came from the Administration to “lay off” the investigation until 
the Naval expansion bill passes the Senate, but the opinion on Capitol Hill is that just 
about this was done. Open hearings furnishing daily headlines of the accomplishments 
of aviation and the opinions of airmen might seriously embarrass the consideration of 
the Navy bill, it is pointed out, and would certainly be prevented by the Administra- 
tion if possible. 


Civil Service Complains of USNA Laundry Employees—On complaint of the Civil 
‘ervice Commission that the Naval Academy officials were transferring laundry 
employees back and forth between official government payrolls and a payroll from 
the laundry fund, the Comptroller General this week ruled that such employees, re- 
firdless of which fund they are paid from, are government employees and are 
subject to laws and regulations governing government employees. 

The President of the Civil Service Commission, in a letter to the Comptroller 
Stated: “It may be pointed out that not only are the Retirement Act and the Civil 
Service Act here concerned, but section 212 of the Economy Act of June 30, 1932, is 
also involved. For example, the present laundry manager is a retired naval officer 
Who receives retired pay from the Government in the neighborhood of $2000 a year 
and about $2450 a year from the laundry fund for his services as laundry manager. 


If, in this capacity, he is regarded as an employee ‘under the United States Govern- | 
bn it would not be permissible, under the statute cited, for him to continue to | 
Taw both his salary and retired pay when the aggregate exceeds $3000 per annum, | 


unless he was retired because of wounds incurred in battle.” 
The Comptroller in his reply said: “The fact that the receipts in question are 
lot now deposited in the Treasury, in supplement of the appropriated amount, and 


drawn out on warrant but rather are drawn from the Midshipmen’s Laundry Fund | 


na Private bank, and, presumably, from another private bank account for the 


"eceipts from officers and others, and used direct for pay rolls and supplies of the | 


laundry, does not remove them from the control of the Government or render them 
nonaccountable funds. Their very use in the manner and for the purpose described 
places them on the same footing as the appropriated amount. The result is an indirect 
or technical appropriation of the receipts to the same use as the amount appropriated 





from the general fund. 


“Contrary to the advice apparently furnished to the Commission by the Navy 
Department that the Comptroller General had concurred in the Navy Department’s 
view that the laundry fund was not a Federal trust fund, there is no record in this 
office that the Comptroller General of the United States has expressed any views 
on the subject. However, this matter, as well as the dual compensation status of 
Lieutenant William G. Sullivan, retired, manager of the Naval Academy Laundry, 
under the terms of section 212 of the Economy Act will be given further considera- 
tion in a separate communication to the Secretary of the Navy.” 


Cavalry Division Maneuvers—In a series of maneuvers designed to produce the 
best divisional and regimental organization of Cavalry, the First Cavalry Division 
is now undergoing comprehensive regimental tactical training at Ft. Bliss and Ft. 
Clarke in preparation for the divisional maneuvers to be held during the latter 
part of this month and the early part of next at Balmorhea, Tex. 

Sometime within the next week or ten days, the Sth and 12th Cavalry, now at 
Ft. Clark, and the 7th and 8th cavalry, now at Ft, Bliss, will assemble near Balmorhea 
to conduct maneuvers designed to determine the efliciency of a “streamlined” Cavalry 


Division. 


The divisional maneuvers are scheduled to be held from April 17 to May 20, and 
Maj. Gen, John K. Herr, Chief of Cavalry, has announced that he will spend a week 


or ten days with the troops. 


Officials of the Office of the Chief of Cavalry said that the maneuvers would be 
most comprehensive and intensive in that the War Department was bending every 
effort to establish an outline for the most efficient Cavalry units, both regimental 


and divisional. 


They also said that the increasing mechanization of the Cavalry made impera- 
tive thorough yearly tests in order that the General Staff might be advised of any 
new developments occasioned by the ever-increasing mechanization and fire-power, 

It is expected that a major portion of the maneuvers will be devoted to tests 


of the Cayairy’s staff organization. 





Navy Orders 
(Continued from Page 699) 
modified. To NYd., Boston; instead Norfolk. 


Lt. Kenneth F. Horne, det. NYd,., Boston, 
June; to duty as Asst. Inspr. of Nav. Matl., 
Boston Dist., Boston, 

Lt. Benjamin Katz, det. NYd., New York, 
July; to 3rd Nav. Dist., as asst. dist. comm. 
off. 

Lt. Richard C. Lake, det. Naval Academy, 
May; to Asiatic Station for duty in Sub- 
marines, 

Lt. Raymond 8. Lamb, det. Nav. Operations, 
Navy Dept., April 30; to Cuttlefish. 

Lt. Ralph P. Noisat, det. Idaho, June 13; 
to Nav. Air Sta., San Diego. 

Lt. Eddie R. Sanders, det. VP-9 (Wright), 
June; to VP-7 (Wright). 

Lt. Elliott B. Strauss, det. Aide and flag It.; 
to aide and flag secy., on staff, Cdr. Trng. 
Detachment, U. 8. Fit, 

Lt. Florentin P. Wencker, det. Rigel, June; 
to Neches. 

Lt. Joseph N. Wenger, det. Nav. Operations, 
Navy Dept., May; to command Tillman, 





Lt. (jg) John C, Hollingsworth, det, Permit, 
June 13; to Subm. Base, Coco Solo. 

Lt. (jg) John N. Hughes, det. Case, May 9; 
to Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Joseph V. Kiehlbauch, det, Kana- 
wha, June 10; to Nav. Ammun, Depot, Oahu. 

Lt. (jg) William L. Richards, det. VCS-3 
(Concord), June; to VCS-3 (Cincinnati). 

Lt. (ig) Lyle E. Strickler, det. West Vir- 
ginia, June; to instn. Subm. Base, New Lon- 
don. 

Lt. (jg) Louis F. Volk, det. Lamson, June 
13; to Naval Academy. 

Lt. (jg) Andrew L. Young, jr., det. Brazos, 
June 13; to Naval Academy. 


Ens. James R. Grey, det. Richmond, June 
1; to ¢. f. o. Boise and on bd, when comm. 

Ens. Francis W. Ingling, det. Tennessee, 
June 1; to ¢. f. o. Nashville and on bd, when 
comm, 

Ens. John F. Morse, det. Idaho, June 1; to 
ec. f. o. Nashville and on bd. when comm. 

Ens. John D. Reese, jr., det. West Virginia, 
June 1; to ¢, f. o. Nashville and on bd. when 
comm, 

Ens. Matthew 8. Schmidling, det. Arizona, 
June; to instn, Subm. Base, New London. 
Ors. Feb, 23 revoked, 

Ens. Victor H. Wildt, det, Richmond, June 
1: to ec. f. o. Boise and on bd, when comm, 


Comdr. William TD. Small (MC), det, Nav. 
Sta., Guantanamo Bay, June; to Nav. Hosp., 
Newport, R. I. 

Lt. (jg) Frank I. Gonzales, jr. (DC), det. 
Nav. Trng. Sta., San Diego, June; to Oglala. 

Lt. (jg) Aloysius C. Grosspietsch (DC), det. 
NYd., Boston, June; to Subm. Base, Coco 
Solo. 

Comdr. Carlton R. Eagle (SC), det, Pro 
curement Div., Treasury Dept., Wash., May 
14: to NYd., Pearl Harbor. 

Lt. (jg) Ralph M. Humes (SC), det. Dest. 
Div. 22, June; to NYd., Phila. 

Lt. George L. Markle (CHC), det. Nav. Sta., 
Tutuila, Aug.; to Nav, Air Sta., San Diego. 


Ch. Mach, Edward I, Dailey, det. Nav. Trng. 








Sta., Newport, R. I., May 14; to Chaumont. 
Ch, Pay Clk. Earl W. Layton, det. Nav. 
Sta., Guantanamo Bay, May; to c. f. 0. Phoe- 
nix and on bd. when comm, 
Ch, Pay Clk Ray H. Shores, det. NYd., 
Puget Sound, May; to Ranger. 


Asiatic Orders April 4, 1938 


Capt. Worrall R. Carter, orders modified. 
To duty as Comdt. Naval Station, Guan- 
tanamo Bay, 


Lt. Comdr, Charles W. Gray, det. 
Subm, Sqdn, 5; to NYd., Puget Sound. 


Lt. Kemp Tolley, det. Mindanao; to Yangtze 
Patrol. 

Lt. Albert R, Buehler, det. NYd., Cavite; to 
Tulsa. 

Lt. Frederick 8, Hall, det. Canopus; to 16th 
Nav. Dist. 

Lt. Henry C. Bruton, det. C. O., 8-39; to 
instn, Office of Judge Adv, Genl., Navy Dept. 

Lt. Comdr, Toson O. Summers (MC), det. 
Augusta; to Receiving Ship at New York. 


staff, 


Ch, Pay Clk, Robert BE. Underwood, orders 
modified. To NYd., Boston. 





Coast Guard Orders 


Chief Boatswain J. EK. Wilson, detached 
Hermes and assigned Ariadne, to report not 
later than April 15, 1038, 

Boatswain R, KE. Parker, detached Ariadne, 
effective upon reporting of Chief Boatswain 
J. BE. Wilson, and assigned Hermes, 





National Guard Graduates 


A class of sixteen National Guard of- 
ficers completed the course of instruc- 
tion at The Quartermaster School, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., March 31, 

Graduation exercises were held March 
25, in conjunction with the annual 
luncheon given by the school for busi- 
ness and professional men who, during 
the course of the year, have placed their 
services and the facilities of their estab- 
lishments at the disposal of the school. 
At both functions the principal speakers 


were Maj. Gen, Henry Gibbins, The 
Quartermaster General, and Maj. Gen, 
Albert Hl. Blanding, Chief of the Na- 


tional Guard Bureau, 
Diplomas were presented by General 

Blanding to the following officers: 
Capt. Roy B. Flippin, QMC, Okla, NG. 
Ist Lt. Clyde W., Greenawalt, QMC, Pa, NG, 
Capt, Ben W. Greig, QMC, Texas NG. 
Capt, John D. Hines, QMC, N. C. NG. 
Maj. J. Totten Miesegaes, QMC, N. J. NG. 
Maj. Nelson J. Moore, QMC, Okla., NG. 
Capt. James W. Nichols, QMC, Texas NG. 
Maj. Henry J. O'Brien, QMC, Mass. NG, 
Capt, Nels A. Olson, QMC, Neb, NG. 
Capt. Philip J. O'Mahoney, QMC, Ill, NG. 
Capt. John T, O'Neill, QMC, D. C. NG, 
Capt. Robert L. Phinney, QMC, Texas NG. 
Capt. William D. Smith, Jr., QMC, Ala, NG. 
Ist Lt. Martin W. Sullivan, QMC, Ohio NG. 
Ist Lt. John C, Thompson, QMC, Pa, NG, 
Ist Lt. Ernest L. Woolsey, QMC, la. NG, 
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Text of Statement by Chief of Bureau of Navigation on Selection Bill 


The text of the statement presented to 
the House Naval Affairs Committee this 
week by Rear Adm. Adolphus Andrews, 
USN, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, 
on the Vinson-Scott-Maas compromise 
selection bill appears below. (The text 
of the compromise bill referred to was 
printed in full on page 649 of the Army 
AND Navy Journ at of March 26, 1938.) 
The statement is a continuation of that 
furnished the committee week before last 
and contains a detailed explanation of 
the measure, with statistics, estimates 
of cost, and suggested amendments. 


The Committee will remember that at the 
hearing of two weeks ago I submitted at the 
Chairman's direction a draft of a revised bill 
closely following H. R. 9315, but with modi- 
fications developed at a conference with the 
Chairman and several members of the Com- 
mittee, In the hearings on March 22 certain 
amendments were directed by the Committee. 
The revised bill which was submitted, to- 
gether with these amendments and some 
further insertions, has now been introduced 
by Representative Scott as H. R. 9097. I 
understand therefore that this later bill is 
now before the Committee and I shall refer 
direct to that rather than to the original 
bill, H. R. 9315, or to the revised bill which 
I was discussing at the last hearing. 


At that time I had finished with the first 
two sections of the bill, which have not been 
changed in the new bill, but in order to 
make a fresh start it might be well to begin 
again with Section 1, 

Section 1—(Reading). 

This declares the purpose of the bill and is 
self-explanatory, 

Section 2—(Reading). 

This establishes the total authorized num- 
ber of commissioned officers as 6% of the total 
authorized enlisted strength, with exceptions 
as now made in the basic law. This 6% pro- 
duces an authorized total of 8249 as against 
the present 6531, an apparent increase of 1718. 
At present however the so-called additional- 
number officers are not by law, as interpreted 
by the Attorney General, counted in the 
authorized total number of officers. There 
will next year be approximately 675 addi- 
tional-number officers, so made under the law 
because they have not been selected before 
reaching a certain number of years’ service. 
By a subsequent section of this bill these 
non-promotion additional numbers will be 
cancelled and the officers now so designated 
will be counted in the authorized number of 
officers. Thus the apparent increase of 1718 
is subject to this reduction of 675 and the 
actual authorized increase carried in the bill 
is only approximately 1050. 

Referring now to the needs of the Navy 
for officers, the Treaty Navy requires 7941 
officers, including aviation cadets. Allowing 
for 700 of the latter, who serve to fill in part 
the need of flying officers, 7241 remain. For 
the vessels carried in the Increase of the 
Navy authorization bill 119 line officers, 
again excluding aviation cadets, are needed, 
so that a total of 8,335 officers will be required 
for the full Navy. These officers are based 
upon the peacetime allowances, as for war 
we would increase by the use of Reserve offi- 
cers. With this total requirement it will be 
seen that the 8,249 carried in this bill is still 
slightly short, but in order to preserve the 
present system of basing the officers upon a 
certain percentage of the enlisted strength, 
and to supply a simple figure for such per- 
centage, this small shortage can be accepted. 
The continuation of the system cf basing 
officer strength upon the authorized enlisted 
strength appears advisable, since then the 
strength of the Navy personnel is based upon 
that one factor, and any change in that is 
immediately reflected, without the necessity 
of further legislation, in both the number of 
men and the number of officers allowed, The 
authorized number of enlisted men is now 
137,485, which will be adequate to man the in- 
creased Navy without further authorization. 

This increase of authorized line officer 
strength is of course not immediately appli- 
eable in the sense that today we may have 
6,531 officers and tomorrow 8,249. The only 
source of line officers in peacetime, save for 
a very small number promoted from warrant 
grades, is the Naval Academy, and the Navy 
will grow slowly as successive classes gradu- 
ate. 

At the request of Representative Brewster 
T have submitted to the Committee a state- 
ment, based upon the Department’s construc- 
tion program under the Vinson-Trammell Act 
of 1934 and the pending Increase bill, showing 
the needs of the Navy for line officers year by 
year and the number of officers available to 
meet these needs. This number of officers 
available is calculated from prospective Naval 
Academy graduating classes, balanced against 
normal losses and such losses as will occur 
from retirements under this bill. These re- 
tirements are, as I shall subsequently ex- 
plain, much fewer than would occur under the 
present law. 

Section 3—In this section sub-section (a) 
continues the present law with respect to the 
distribution of officers among the several 





grades, with a limitation to a maximum in 
peacetime of 70 in the rear admiral’s grade, 


Sub-section (b) repeats the present law 
with respect to annual distribution of officers 
and provides for temporary expansion of the 
several grades to permit, without disturbance 
of the regular line of promotion distribution, 
carrying officers retained on active duty after 
designation as fitted for promotion and recom- 
mendation for retention. The total number 
so carried in excess is applied as a reduction 
to the numbers allowed in the grades of lieu- 
tenants and lieutenants (jg) and ensigns in 
the proportions of one-third and two-thirds 
respectively. It is obvious that as the whole 
is equal to the sum of its parts we cannot 
increase certain grades and still carry the 
same total without correspondingly reducing 
others; hence this allocation of the increase 
in the intermediate grades as a proportionate 
reduction in the lower grades. 

Sub-section (c) abolishes non-promotion 
additional numbers and continues the exclu- 
sion of other additional numbers from com- 
putations. These other additional numbers 
however are only those designated for special- 
ist duty or those made additional numbers by 
special Acts of Congress, to an approximate 
total of 125. 

Section 4—Section 4 provides that promo- 
tion should only be upon recommendation of a 
selection board and is thereby consistent 
with the general purpose of the bill as estab- 
lished in Section 1, 

It seems almost self-evident that some sys- 
tem of choice of officers must be adopted, I 
believe that the choice should be made of 
those who are best fitted for promotion and 
that the use of a selection board of senior 
officers of the Navy is the best agency which 
can advise the Secretary of the Navy and the 
President in this choice, I am sure that a 
large majority of the Navy itself is convinced 
of the necessity of a selection system and 
that officers as a whole have confidence in the 
integrity and judgment of the selection 
boards. I earnestly recommend that no sub- 
stantial alteration in this primary system of 
promotion of the best fitted, chosen by an im- 
partial board of ranking naval officers, be 
made, 

Several officers have questioned the pos- 
sible cancellation, by the present wording of 
this bill, of existing promotion lists, com- 
posed of officers who have already been 
selected and are awaiting the actual date 
when vacancies will exist to permit their 
promotion in accordance with such selection. 
I believe of course that they should be so 
promoted rather than once again subjected 
to the hazard of selection. To insure that no 
such bar to their promotion should be caused 
by the bill I suggest that to this section there 
be added a proviso to protect the existing 
promotion lists. The Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral’s Office has prepared the text of such a 
proviso which I therefore present as a de- 
sirable addition to Section 4 of the Dill: 
“PROVIDED, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to interfere with the pro- 
motion of officers on promotion lists at the 
date of this Act.” 

Section 5—Section 5 prescribes the member- 
ship of the selection boards. and repeats ex- 
isting law as to their constitution. 

Section 6—This section repeats existing law 
as to the oath of members of the selection 
board, with the change of the word “solely” 
to “both” for better wording, as the board 
has the two objects in view. 

Section 7—This section in the original bill 
contained four subsections but has now been 
reduced to two sub-sections. 

Sub-section (a)—This repeats the present 
law with respect to all selection gradés except 
that of junior lieutenant. By it an officer 
must have had four years service in his 
grade, including time on the promotion list 
while awaiting a vacancy for that grade, be- 
fore he may be considered eligible for promo- 
tion to the next higher grade. Since the nor- 
mal time in each grade will be 7 years or 
slightly less, this will allow officers to be 
eligible for 3 years and will give an ample 
field from which the selection board may 
choose the best officers for promotion, It has 
been in effect since the beginning of the 
selection system in 1916 and has proved en- 
tirely satisfactory. The further requirement 
of physical qualification has however been 
added, 

Sub-section (b)—This requires 3 years serv- 
ice in the grade of lieutenant (jg) for eligi- 
bility for selection. Since the total time in 
this grade is only four years (or 7 years in the 
combined grades of lieutenant (jg) and en- 
sign) this three year requirement is sub- 
stituted for the four years in the higher 
grades. It also has been in effect since the 
initiation of the selection law and has proven 
satisfactory. 

Section 8—Sub-section (a)—This sub-sec- 
tion continues in general the existing law 
with respect to the information which the 
Secretary shall furnish the selection board, 
but limits the records which the Secretary 
furnishes the board to those of the current 
grade, and omits the medical records. The 
proviso prevents a greater severity of selec- 
tion than 50% on promotion to the grades 
Heutenant commanders and to lieutenant. 





As a matter of fact I estimate that these 
selections will usually be in the neighborhood 
of 75% and 90%, respectively, and I believe 
that this saving proviso is therefore unneces- 
sary, but there is obviously no objection to 
its inclusion if desired. 

I can not fully concur with the omission of 
the medical records. I believe that the Board 
should make its choice of the officers on the 
basis of the performance of duty that can, 
on the basis of present records, be expected of 
the officer in the next higher grade. Surely 
their endurance and pbysical hardihood 
should enter into that choice, and evidences 
by which that may be judged can be found 
only in the medical records. There is no 
question of layman evaluation of medical 
records; officers of the Medical Corps are 
available to interpret to the Board the signifi- 
cance of the medical records, 

Again the submission only of the records of 
the current grade will be to the advantage of 
some officers whose past difficulties will thus 
be buried, but it may well operate to the 
disadvantage of many fine officers whose 
career throughout has evidenced marked 
ability. By the omission of their earlier 
records they will receive no credit for those 
years of excellent work, except the knowledge 
that it was good enough to warrant their 
previous selection. The Board'‘is making its 
choice of officers for the efficiency of the 
naval service, for the returns it may expect 
from the officers it chooses when they are 
advanced to the next grade. Surely they can 
better forecast such returns by a knowledge 
of the officer’s whole career, rather than only 
of the few years in his current grade, during 
which he may well have not had, by reason 
of the duties to which he has been assigned, 
opportunity to demonstrate the abilities 
which have been manifested in his earlier 
career. I may say that a number of officers 
have already expressed their concern over 
this provision. 

I therefore suggest that the language of 
the present law be continued, that “the 
Secretary shall furnish... (3) the records of 
all such officers,” rather than the wording of 
this bill, (3) the records, other than medical, 
of all such officers since, except for lieutenants 
(junior grade), their last previous selection.” 

Sub-section (b)—This sub-section continues 
the existing privilege of officers to address 
the selection board in writing with reference 
to their case. This privilege is frequently 
utilized and I believe should be continued. 

Section 9—Sub-section (a)—This sub-sec- 
tion requires the board to recommend those 
officers whom it considers best fitted for pro- 
motion, in number not exceeding—the num- 
ber of vacancies furnished it by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. The words “equal to” 
in the original bill have been changed to 
“not exceeding,” since our calculations in- 
dicate that in some years there may not 
be actually enough eligibles, by reason of 
time in grade, to fill the vacancies even if 
100% selection were applied. In consequence 
it would be a physical impossibility for the 
selection board to select the full number of 
vacancies, The first proviso defines the status 
of failure of selection as best fitted, for sub- 
sequent application in the terms of the bill. 
The second proviso assures that a failure of 
selection shall not be prejudicial to an officer 
with respect to his qualifications, his fitness 
for the Naval Service, or his eligibility for 
selection. 

Sub-section (b)—In this sub-section the 
board is also required to designate from those 
officers who have once failed of selection as 
best fitted those whom it adjudges fitted for 
promotion. This is' the primary difference be- 
tween this proposed selection law and the 
existing law. Under the existing law those 
officers who are not selected as best fitted to 
fill the vacancies in the next higher grade are 
retired at the expiration of given numbers of 
years of service fixed for their respective 
grades. Now however the board makes a 
secondary selection, After it has chosen, to 
the limited number allowed, those officers 
whom it considers best fitted, it surveys the 
field of those officers who have once failed of 
selection by a preceding board and decides 
which of those officers may, in its judgment, 
be considered as fitted for promotion, fitted 
to assume the duties of the next higher grade. 
As will be seen later, these officers are pro- 
moted and continued on active service, thus at 
the same time preventing the loss of their 
services to the Navy and providing them 
with a longer career than if, as under the 
present law, they were summarily retired 
when not chosen among those best fitted. 

It will be noted that this designation of 
fitted is made only from those officers who 
have previously failed of selection. This is 
in order to assure every officer two chances 
of selection as best fitted. If this designation 
as fitted were made on his first appearance 
before the selection board he might be pro- 
moted into the next higher grade in that 
status and lose his second chance of selec- 
tion as best fitted. This provision of a second 
chance I think is one of the virtues of this 
bill, since it provides for each officer, who 
fails on his first opportunity, a review of his 
case by a different board and thereby mini- 
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mizes any possibility of error in judgmen & as in 
by the selection boards. challe 
Captains and lieutenants (jg) have beg & challe 
excepted from the officers who may be aq. & partis 
judged fitted, promoted and continued on gp. & by 12 
tive service. As to captains, it is not oy, — of the 
pected that the services of additional rey & #ves 
admirals, which they would become if » & of the 
adjudged and promoted, could be Utilized be for 
and they have had a full career, 33 or mon & vision 
years, before their final failure of selection & the bi 
as best fitted. I shall discuss the junig Sect 
lieutenants later, but I may say here that sectiol 
only a small proportion will, it is exp the be 
fail of selection as best fitted, since there ay placed 
sufficient vacancies in the grade of liente. % moted 
ant for most of them, and it does not appeg fitted 
advisable to promote and retain this gma) their | 
proportion. fitted 
Sub-section (c)—This sub-section has bee I Pt8! 
inserted to cover the Aeronautical Engineg. & “9, &% 
ing Duty Only officers as directed by the before 
Chairman in the course of the hearings o 1% 
Tuesday, March 22. As then discussed it g. jy ‘ted 
lows the selection of these officers on thei their | 
comparative fitness among themselves only, time ¢ 
without respect to other groups of officers, ang jp 44 
considering only their proficiency in they togeth 
technical duties. Since however they an & “r0Ué 
under the present law eligible for succegsig | @¥ 
to command ashore it is obvious that sele. tained 
tion on the basis of their fitness for technica stant!) 
duties alone would preclude the consideration select 
of their abilities for succession to command, Sub: 
in other words their administrative and com. presen 
mand abilities. Accordingly the proviso re cer fr 
moves these officers from the right to succes. and hi 
sion to command ashore, repeat 
Sub-section (d)—This repeats the present Sub- 
law with respect to the consideration of Ep- presen 
gineering Duty Only officers. It assures that service 
they should not be compared in all-around with t 
fitness with the non-specialist group, but pre list fo 
scribes their comparison for the duties t presen 
which they may be assigned. The last gea- time o 
tence has been added to the original bill form, § ™" 8 
in order to complete the repetition of the 8! 
present law in this respect and assure th vided, 
additional-number status of these officers, in the 
Sub-section (e)—This sub-section requirs § "qulr 
a two-thirds vote of the board, as under & *2/ps” 
existing law, in affirmation of any office Where 
selected as best fitted for promotion or ad planes 
judged fitted for promotion. constri 
Section 10—Sub-section (a) — This sub-see- Sect! 
tion provides, in consonance with the present section 
law, that the board shall certify that it hu now f¢ 
considered the case of every eligible office possib 
and that its recommendations and design- and al 
tions are in accordance with the preceding § % © 
section. order | 
I suggest a change of wording for the last < beli 
few words of this sub-section. H. R. 9, be a 
the Committee will remember, prescribed i ren 
only one standard of comparison among off- pm Se 
cers assigned to Engineering Duty Only and Pe * 
to Aeronautical Engineering Duty Only, a : 
“their comparative fitness for the duties rhed. 
prescribed for them by law.” Accordingly Sub- 
Section 10(a) of that bill carried this language fH fr the 
as required in the Board’s statement of the of sele 
basis of consideration of both these classes df promot 
officers. Since now however, as directed by & "te of 
the Committee, different standards have bes accord: 
set up for consideration of these two groups torts 
it would appear that the words “as pre eg 
scribed in section 9 of this Act” should b leu of 
substituted in the last line of Section 10a), § Ment s 
line 5, on page 9 of the bill, for the words pa 
“for the duties prescribed for them by la¥. — 
Sub-section (b)—This sub-section provides ‘ rin 
for final action by the President, as provided ~ of 
by existing law and as appropriate in his Pa 
status as Commander-in-Chief of the Unit p- ar 
States Navy, on the Board’s recommendations } 4 4 
The proviso permits the filling of any © on ar 
cancy in the board’s list caused by the dt pn 
approval by the President of any officers u n 
thereon. It is confined to the case of officert wate il 
recommended as best fitted since they alow pl 
are limited in number, because of the vaca bage . 
cies in the next grade above. tired ir 
Sub-section (c)—This sub-section requires edectia 
that the board shall also submit a confiden intenti 
tial statement of its reasons for its act chance, 
with respect to the officers affected, and 1 ever th 
vides that such officers may be informed # One gr; 
their request. I have not been able to a promot 
as to the desirability of this provision. Which | 
The action of the selection board 18 , fitted } 
exercise of mature judgment based upon the ney 
mentary evidence. The documentary oie ing of 
is the records of the Navy Department failure 
respect to the individual officer. iB PtOdue, 
records are at all times available for the two eh 
spection of officers affected thereby. the any gn 
effect of this provision then would not be ' the wo 
disclosure of any evidence not already 4 after ¢ 
able to the officers concerned but simply be, I 
disclosure of the judgment of the erg) fitted ¢ 
In its determination of those best Sub-s 
for promotion the board must nee eet for the 
evaluate the records of the individual OP® & tajting 
A detailed explanation as to why the iaered Commi 
of this officer caused him to be cons 9(b) hi 
among those best fitted for promotion, a onside 
record of that officer caused him to Judgme 
sidered fitted for promotion, though | at ft Bele 
among those best fitted, or the er Section 
another officer caused him to be cons Dated ¢ 
(Continued on Neat Page) 
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Admiral Andrews’ Statement 

(Continued from Preceding Page) 
as in neither group, would simply open to 
challenge the judgment of the board. This 
challenge would necessarily be made from a 

n standpoint. Often it would be made 

by individuals less familiar with the needs 
of the Naval Service than the boards them- 
wives, and less familiar with the standards 
of the Service. No good, and much harm, can 
be foreseen from the adoption of this pro- 
vision. I suggest that it be omitted from 
the bill. 

Section 11—Sub-section (a) — By this sub- 
section the names of officers recommended by 
the board and approved by the President are 

ced upon a promotion list and are pro- 
moted in their regular order, officers adjudged 
ftted being promoted at the same time as 
their adjacent fellow officers chosen as best 
fitted and promoted to fill vacancies. The 
present requirement that officers chosen by 
an earlier board should be first promoted 
before those of a later board is continued. 





Thus all officers, whether selected as best 


fitted or adjudged bost fitted, are promoted in 
their relative order on the Navy list at the 
time of their consideration by the selection 
bard which so names them. They go up 
together and retain their regular order 
throughout. Difficulties under the present 
law of the loss of seniority by officers re- 
tained on duty, over whose heads are con- 
stantly being promoted other officers as 
selected, are thus avoided. 

Sub-section (b)—In this sub-section the 
present law regarding the removal of an offi- 
cr from the promotion list for misconduct 
and his reconsideration by the next board is 
repeated. 

Sub-section (c)—In this sub-section the 
present requirement of two years actual sea 
service before promotion is continued, but 
with the inclusion of time on the promotion 
list for the grade, to be consistent with the 
present law and this bill, which credit such 
time on the promotion list toward eligibility 
for selection. Special exemption for special 
cases in war and national emergency are pro- 
vided, as in the present law. The phraseology 
in the present law, and in the original bill, 
requiring that the sea service be “on sea going 
ships’ is omitted, in order to cover cases 
where sea service is performed on patrol 
planes and other aircraft which might not be 
construed as “sea going ships.” 

Section 12—Sub-section (a)—In this sub- 
section all officers on the active list who have 
now failed of selection are protected against 
possible early retirement under existing law, 
and all are assured of a further opportunity 
of consideration by a selection board, in 
order that they may now have the privilege 
of being adjudged fitted for promotion and 
thus achieving promotion. All non-promotion 
retirements effective this June under existing 
law are by the effect of this section auto- 
matically suspended until after another selec- 
pe has considered the officers con- 

Sub-section (b)—This sub-section provides 
for the retirement of officers who twice fail 
of selection and are not adjudged fitted for 
Promotion, These officers are retired at the 
tate of pay fixed by existing law. The proviso 
accords to officers who have by their own 
efforts qualified for commission in the line 
from the warrant grades the privilege, in 
liet of retirement on non-selection or adjudg- 
ment as fitted, of reverting to their warrant 
grades, This proviso is an amendment 
directed by the Committee as a result of the 

rings on Tuesday, March 22. ‘There are 
few of these officers and the extension of this 
right to them is considered equitable par- 
ticularly since it was accorded in the Act of 
June 4, 1920, to officers commissioned in the 
on Navy after temporary commissions in 

e war who might subsequently fail on 
“amination for promotion. 

My attention has been called to a possible 
Unfair situation which may arise from the 
resent wording of this sub-section, line 15, 
tae 12 of the bill, whereby officers are re- 

’d in the fiscal year in which they “fail of 
anion as best fitted the second time.” The 
— course is to give two successive 
po e nd then retire. It is possible how- 

at an officer may fail of selection in 
a Stade once and then be found fitted and 
whieh a and in some subsequent grade to 
fitted ~ ~ have later been selected as best 
the next word once more fail of selection to 
ing of the oy grade. Under a strict read- 
failure me nag this second and much later 
broduee - A. coupled with the first to 
two oo mmediate retirement without 
any such s at that later time. To prevent 

- werd contingency, remote though it may 
after the” seen mtoeasive years” be inserted 
i, I suggest rs fail of selection as best 
fitted iat in line 15, on page 12, 

= the second time.” 
for > (c)—This sub-section | provides 
falling of a of lieutenants (jg) twice 
Committ Selection, with one year’s pay. The 

(b) Hentemers have noted that under section 
consid its (jg) were excepted from the 

eration of the selec 
Judgment asf selection board for ad- 
Not gel tted. Thus all lieutenants (jz) 
Setion ee fitted are under this sub- 
Dated y discharged. It is not antici- 
that any large 
proportion of officers of 





this grade will fail of selection. Their service 
is short and their age sufficiently young not 
to handicap them in starting in civil life. It 
therefore appears preferable that they should 
be separated from the service under honor- 
able conditions rather than continued on ac- 
tive service and ultimately retired. A similar 
proviso to that in the last sub-section is pro- 
vided here for the same purpose and likewise 
as a result of the hearings on Tuesday, March 
99 

Sub-section (d)—This sub-section provides 
primarily for the term of service of officers 
reported as fitted by the selection boards. It 
will be seen that they are assured careers of 
30, 28, and 26 years according to their re- 
spective grades, representing approximately 
2, 7, and 12 years after their second failure 
of selection as best fitted, Their services are 
thus available to the Navy for this length of 
time and their continuance reduces both the 
size of the retired list and the number of an- 
nual graduates required from the Naval 
Academy. It has been suggested, and was 
contained in this bill as originally introduced, 
that all such officers should complete a serv- 
ice career of 30 years. This however would 
carry them to too great an age for the duties 
of their grades and would moreover too 
largely increase the number of officers in these 
intermediate grades, over and beyond the 
number provided by the regular percentage 
distribution, to a point where they could not 
all be usefully and profitably employed, I 
think these terms of service are even now 
somewhat larger than can be readily handled, 
both as to age and as to the number of officers 
resulting; they are certainly the maximum 
which in my opinion should be carried in the 
law. In fact I fear the continuance on active 
duty of all officers adjudged fitted will in it- 
self produce an excessive number of officers in 
these grades. 

The first proviso permits these officers to 
be selected for further promotion if they have 
shown abilities warranting their choice 
among the best fitted, but does not continue 
their promotion on the fitted basis. The words 
“as best fitted” in line 25, page 13, are surplus, 
as repeated in the first line of the next page, 
and therefore should be omitted, 

The second proviso limits their opportuni- 
ties for such selection to two, the same as 
their contemporaries who have been promoted 
after selection as best fitted. If they are not 
so selected, they are under the third proviso 
retired at the expiration of the stated term 
of years. 

The last proviso permits, in such special 
cases as the Secretary of the Navy may find 
it necessary to retain their services the 
further continuance on the active list of any 
of the officers covered by this section for a 
period not to exceed 5 years. It is not antici- 
pated however that there will be many so 


retained. 
Sub-section (e)—Officers after service of 
some years, while still discharging their 


duties efficiently, may lose the keen edge of 
their interest in the Service, may appreciate 
that they are blocking the promotion of other 
and more zealous officers, and may desire to 
leave the active Navy. At present Naval 
Academy graduate officers may do so only by 
resignation, unless ultimately at some stage 
separated through non-selection, until they 
reach the authorized voluntary-retirement 
service of 30 years. Officers of the Line ap- 
pointed from sources other than the Naval 
Academy may retire at any length of service. 
This provision, permitting voluntary retire- 
ment after fifteen years’ service, would permit 
Naval Academy graduates also to leave the 
Service without the sacrifice of the basis for 
retired pay they have built up by their years 
of service. It would also parallel the present 
Army law. 

Sub-section (f)—This sub-section permits 
the promotion, on retirement consequent to 
failure on physical examination, of officers on 
the promotion list, and reinstates the old law 
in effect up to the institution of the present 
selection system. In order to complete the 
language of this sub-section I suggest that 
the words “or adjudged fitted” be added at 
the end. 

Sub-section (g)—This sub-section provides 
for the discharge forthwith of oflicers who fail 
on professional examination. 

Sub-sections (h) and (i)—These sub-sec- 
tions provide guarantee to lieutenants and 
lieutenants (jg), now additional numbers by 
reason of non-selection, of the length of serv- 
ice accorded them under existing law. This 
guarantee does not however extend to any 
officers not already additional numbers by 
reason of non-selection. After two failures of 
selection these officers, although retained, are 
ineligible for further selection in consonance 
with the general basis of this bill that all 
officers shall receive two chances of selection 
but shall not receive more, to the disadvan- 
tage of others who might not be so privileged. 
There is a typographical error in the first line 
of sub-section (i); the word “new” should 
read “now.” 

Sub-section (j)—This sub-section continues 
the existing law permitting the promotion, on 
retirement for non-selection or for physical 
disability, of officers commended for their 
performance of duty in actual combat. The 
existing law renders this applicable only to 
officers so commended in the World War. 





This bill, by the omission of the words “in 
the World War" extends this privilege to 
officers who have been or are in the future 
so commended on other occasions. For in- 
stance, officers who may be commended by the 
Secretary of the Navy for heroism in the 
Panay incident will be so rewarded, 

Section 13—Sub-section (a)—This sub-sec- 
tion provides for the maintenance of an 
average annual number of vacancies in the 
grade of rear admiral of 8, thereby permitting 
the advancement of 8 captains per year to 
that grade and insuring a regular flow of 
promotion to this highest grade in the Navy. 
It is achieved by the forced retirement in 
“lean years” of officers upon the recommenda- 
tion of the board composed as stated. While I 
do not conceive that under our rigid system 
of selection there will be rear admirals so 
inefficient in their duties that they should 
be eliminated from the active list, yet I ap- 
preciate the desirability of this regular flow 
of promotion, even though at the cost of the 
premature retirement, before they have 
reached the retirement age of 64, of the rear 
admirals designated by the board, 


During the last 11 years there has been an 
average of 6% vacancies each year in the 
rear admirals grade, so that this figure of 8 
will represent an increase in the number of 
vacancies over that of recent experience. 

Sub-sections (b) and (c)—These sub-sec- 
tions provide for the usual submission of the 
report to the President as in the case of the 
regular selection boards, and for the retire- 
ment, with normal retired pay for officers 
with that length of service, of the rear ad- 
mirals recommended for retirement by the 
board. 

Section 14. This section provides a 7-year 
probationary period for all officers entering 
after the date of this Act. At present there is 
no probationary status for officers, except for 
two years for Naval Academy graduates, and 
until promotion to the rank of Heutenant for 
chaplains. The institution of a probationary 
period for all officers, and its increase to 7 
years, will not imperil the deserving and effi- 
cient officer, but will permit, by the simple 
act of revoking the commission, the separation 
from the service of inefficient or incompetent 
officers, or those committing themselves by 
disciplinary offenses short of court-martial 
gravity. The discharge payment is to be fixed 
by the Secretary of the Navy, according to the 
merits of each case, but is not to exceed one 
year’s pay, the amount that non-selected lieu- 
tenants (jg) will receive on their honorable 
discharge. 

The next section (section 14) provides for 
the application of the bill to the Marine Corps. 

The Major General Commandant desires 
that the bill be extended to cover the Marine 
Corps. On reviewing the original bill with 
respect to its possible application to the Ma- 
rine Corps I have found that it can be very 
simply adapted, by the addition of this sec- 
tion alone, since the present promotion law 
for that Corps adopts outright the law for the 
line of the Navy, with certain modifications 
only to suit particular conditions in the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

Section 15 (a)—This sub-section is neces- 
sary to provide for the proper placing, in 
order of seniority, of appointees to the Ma- 
rine Corps from other sources than the Naval 
Academy. At present they are so graded at 
the end of the 2 year probationary period. 
Since however this present two year period 
is now extended to a 7 year period, this sub- 
section provides for their grading and the 
establishment of their relative rank at the 
time of their examination for promotion to 
first lieutenant, three years after appointment, 

Sub-section (b)—This sub-section will per- 
mit the application of the 6% rule for the 
Line of the Navy to the Marine Corps as well, 
It will produce some increase in the authorized 
number of officers in the Marine Corps. I 
believe that this increase is desirable but I 
defer to the Major General Commandant to 
explain its necessity to the Committee more 


fully. 
Sub-section (c)—This sub-section changes 
the wording of existing law in regard to 


selection for appointment as head of a staff 
department to conform to the phraseology 
used in the proposed bill, and continues to 
place such officers in the same status as offi- 
cers selected for promotion in the line. The 
Major General Commandant can explain the 
necessity of this change in the existing 
statute, 

Sub-section (d)—This sub-section expresses 
the existing ratio between the actual nu- 
merical authorized enlisted strength of the 
Navy and Marine Corps, so that if in the 
future the enlisted strength of the Navy is 
increased its auxiliary arm, the Marine Corps, 
will be proportionately increased without 
specific legislation. This seems appropriate 
as the Marine Corps is practically as inti- 
mately concerned in the growth of the fleet 
as is the personnel of the Navy itself, Ma- 
rines serve aboard ship and in the Expedi- 
tionary Forces organized for service with the 
fleet. 

Sub-section (e)—This sub-section applies to 
the general officer grades in the Marine Corps 
an elimination of general officers in order to 
insure promotion to those grades, somewhat 
similar to that provided for the Navy in See- 
tion 13. General Holcomb is available to ex- 
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plain this. 

Section 16—Miscellaneous Provisions. 

Sub-section (a)—By this sub-section the 
officers of the Staff Corps of the Navy are 
excluded from the operation of the bill, except 
for the requirement of the probationary 
period. In past promotion laws it has been 
the practice to legislate first for the Line 
and then later, based upon the results of its 
application to the Line, to enact the law for 
the Staff Corps in such modified form as 
might be appropriate to their particular cir- 
cumstances, Thus the initial introduction of 
selection into the Line in 1916 was followed in 
1918 by its application to the Staff Corps, and 
the extension of selection downward in the 
Line in 1934 was followed by a similar but 
modified law for the Staff Corps in 1935. 

The adaptation of the bill to the Staff Corps 
would present a complex problem. The Staff 
Corps promotion system is considerably differ- 
ent from that of the Line and changes and 
enlargements might be necessary throughout 
the bill. These modifications might well ren- 
der the bill extremely difficult of compre- 
hension and operation, I believe that the best 
method of securing its application in principle 
to the Staff Corps would be to prepare a 
separate bill for these Corps, to follow this 
bill immediately as soon as its final form has 
been determined by the Committee, We may 
however be able, with the assistance of the 
heads of the Staff Corps, to prepare an amend- 
ment which can be considered in these hear- 
ings. 

Sub-section (b)—This sub-section requires 
the establishment of a uniform system of a 
record of the efficiency of officers. The De- 
partment has for years been endeavoring to 
improve its efficiency reports and records and 
will continue its efforts whether or not any 
such positive prescription is contained in 
the law. 

I have now completed the detailed discus- 
sion of the text of this bill, and have, as I 
recall, recorded my disagreement in but two 
particulars, the confidential statement of the 
Selection Board and the omission of medical 
records and records of duty prior to the last 
selection from the records furnished the 
board, 

There is one major point, however, in 
which I must differ, but which I have not 
yet mentioned, as it would involve several 
sections of the bill, 

You will remember that I mentioned my 
fear of the over-crowding of certain grades 
by the employment, for long terms, of the 
officers adjudged fitted and continued on the 
active list, 

I recognize the desirability for the indl- 
vidual officer of a guarantee of a career, once 
he has been selected from the grade of junior 
lieutenant. I appreciate also that as a result 
of this assurance of a career the morale of the 
officers in the lower grades will be heightened; 
not, however, that I believe it is low today. 

But I am seriously concerned at the num- 
ber of additional officers of the commander 
and lieutenant commander grades for whom 
we shall be obliged to find employment if all 
officers adjudged fitted by the selection boards 
are to be continued on active duty. I believe 
that with the high type of officer we have 
today, and that I hope we shall continue to 
have, from 85 to 90% of those not selected as 
best fitted will be adjudged fitted. 

On this basis, and continuing all those 
adjudged fitted for the term of years stated in 
the bill, we shall in five years have no less 
than 672 lieutenant commanders and 347 com- 
manders, over and above those selected as best 
fitted to fill the grades to their normal propor- 
tion of the Navy's total of officers, This will be 
one-seventh of our then total line officer 
strength. We could of course find employment 
for them, not commensurate with their rank, 
perhaps; but at their age and grade in such 
numbers they would not be as valuable on the 
whole to the Navy as an equal number of 
younger officers. Yet they are counted within 
our limiting total, When the Navy reaches its 
strength they will number approximately 1168 
and will prevent our commissioning that 
number of younger officers, for whom there is 
greater need, 

To avoid an excessive number of these em- 
ployed fitted officers I therefore suggest first 
that all officers adjudged fitted be promoted, 
but second that such a percentage of these 
fitted officers be employed as will meet the 
needs of the Navy then existing. Naturally 
when the Navy is increasing and there is need 
of the services of officers, and no danger of 
overloading the grades affected, lNeutenant 
commander and commander, this percentage 
would be large, perhaps 75 to 100%. When the 
line of the Navy is up to strength, or an over- 
great number in these grades is imminent, the 
percentage would be smaller, The President, 
as Commander-in-Chief of the Navy, at 
present approves or disapproves the selection 
of officers for the different grades, and fol- 
lowing this procedure the President could be 
given the authority to designate to each Selec- 
tion Board the number of officers fitted to be 
employed. Thus, my conception is that the 
percentage of each annual group of the offi- 
cers adjudged fitted which should be employed 
should be given to the Selection Board, Then 
each board, after completing its list of officers 
adjudged fitted for promotion, would desig- 
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Admiral Andrews’ Statement 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
nate by name which of them, to a total equal- 
ling the given percentage of the whole num- 
ber of those found fitted, should be employed. 
Those so designated would then be con- 
tinued on the active list, the remainder would 
be promoted in their regular course, but re- 

tired when promoted, 

This change can be accomplished in the 
bill— 

(1) In section 8(a), by prescribing that the 
Secretary, as directed by the President, shall 
also furnish the Selection Board with a state- 
ment of the percentage of the number of offi- 
cers adjudged fitted which should, for the im- 
mediate needs of the Navy, be continued on 
the active list. 

(2) In section 9(b), by requiring the Selec- 
tion Board to designate those officers, to the 
number resulting from the application of this 
percentage to the number the board has 
adjudged fitted, who should be continued on 
the active list. 

(3) In section 12, by providing that officers 
adjudged fitted for promotion but not recom- 
mended for continuance on the active list 
should be retired on promotion. 

I am prepared to suggest the text of ap- 
propriate amendments to accomplish this 
purpose. 

STATISTICAL RESULTS OF HR 9907 

The immediate effect of placing this new 
system in effect is naturally of interest and I 
can offer some statistics. 

Line Strength 

The following table shows the growth of 
the Line of the Navy, assuming the 4 ap- 
pointment basis for the Naval Academy con- 
tinued throughout, up to and including the 
graduation of the Naval Academy Class of 
1945, under both the present law and the pro- 
visions of H. R. 9907. 

Present Law 


Fis. Yr. Reg. Nos. Add. Nos. Total 
1938 5864 670 6534 
1939 6061 763 6824 
140 6135 852 6987 
1941 6097 950 7047 
1942 6134 866 7000 
1943 6302 795 7097 
1044 6391 753 7144 
1945 6123 704 7187 

H,. R. 9007 
Fis. Yr. Selected Fitted Add. Nos. Total 
1938 6430 evce 104 6534 
1930 6183 505 108 4886 
1940 6063 871 112 7046 
1941 6141 887 116 7144 
1942 6179 1009 120 7308 
1943 6200 1100 120 7480 
1044 6281 1240 120 THAL 
1945 6210 1429 120 7700 


In the above table, under the present law, 
the additional numbers include both the En- 
gineering Duty Only officers and the non-pro- 
motion additional numbers (lieutenants and 
Heutenants (junior grade) retained for the 
7 year period). In the H. R. 9997 table, the 
column “fitted” shows those officers who have 
been adjudged fitted and are serving up to the 
80 year period. The column “additional num- 
bers” is engineering duty officers, etc., only. 

In the preparation of this and subsequent 
tables it has been assumed that the following 
percentages will be adjudged fitted of those 
officers who have failed of selection as best 
fitted—lieutenants 85%, lieutenant command- 
ers and commanders 90%. While these figures 
may appear high I believe that the standard 
of officers of the Navy is in itself high, and 
that such a large proportion will be rightly 
and properly adjudged fitted for promotion 
by the several selection boards. 

It is apparent that under H. R. 9997 the 
services of some 600 more officers will be 
available by the end of 1945. For the moment 
the number of fitted officers employed is larger 
than the ultimate 1168 reached when the sys- 
tem is fully applicable. This is due to the war- 
time hump, which however will disappear, 
as having had the 26 years’ service, very 
shortly after 146. In 1946 it will drop to 1191 
and will thereafter reach an ultimate figure of 
1168. This reduction in 1946 will however 
cause a temporary one year’s halt in the in- 
crease of the line strength toward the ulti- 
mate authorized 8249, 

Involuntary Separations 

The following table shows the involuntary 
separations estimated under the present law 
and under H. R. 9997. It will be remembered 
that under the present law all of those so 
separated are retired while under H. R. 9907 
lieutenants (junior grade) are not retired, 





H. R. 9997 
Lts. (jg) 
Total dis- 

. Present Law retired charged Total 
Ne re vk Daal 
_ pee 78 66 20 86 
RE a 124 52 30 82 
WAAR 334 81 23 104 
 beethas 220 120 21 141 
ceed mak 178 82 22 104 
RS 200 73 20 102 
er 222 280 21 301 
_ Sr 22% 214 23 237 
Total ....1653 968 189 1157 
Average . 184 108 21 129 


The first and second columns above show 





the comparative growth of the retired list. 
The number of lieutenants (junior grade) dis- 
charged each year can be seen in the third 
column. The decrease from the present law, 
of over 40%, or 700 in number, in the officers 
transferred to the retired list is noteworthy. 

The large increases under H. R. 9997 in the 
years 1945 and 1946 are due to the wartime 
hump. The separations will decrease some- 
what once this hump is passed, but wiil re- 
main larger than in earlier years because now 
the expiration of the period of retention would 
annually transfer officers to the retired list, 
in addition to those not continued on active 
duty and retiring immediately. This latter 
group of course comprises not only the officers 
not adjudged fitted but also all captains not 
selected as best fitted. 

Costs 

The following table gives a cost comparison 
of the line of the Navy under the two sys- 
tems, present law and H, R. 9997. Owing to 
the large amount of detailed calculation re- 
quired, these costs have only been carried 
forward to the year 1942, but indicate the 
trend of actual expenditures as well as the 
number of officers on active duty and on the 
retired list, respectively. It will be noted that 
the active list costs are greater under H. R. 
9007 mainly because of the larger number of 
officers on active duty, although the actual 
cost per officer is somewhat increased. The 
retired list cost is considerably reduced, 
paralleling the reduction in the number of 
officers on that list. 





age, of the officers adjudged fitted for promo- 
tion as hereinafter provided, which should be 
continued on the active list to meet the im- 
mediate requirements of the Navy:”. 

(b) Section 9(b), line 24, page 7, at end of 
sub-section change period to comma and add: 
“and from among such officers shall recom- 
mend for retention on the active list a num- 
ber equal to the percentage thereof certified 
to the Board by the Secretary of the Navy as 
provided in section 8 of this Act.” 

(c) Section 12(d), line 17, page 13, after the 
words “fitted for promotion” in the second 
line, insert “and recommended by the report 
of a selection board, as approved by the 
President, for retention on the active list,”. 

(d) Section 12(e), line 20, page 14, insert 
new sub-section (e) as follows and re-letter 
subsequent sub-sections accordingly, ‘(e) 
Captains, commanders, and lieutenant com- 
manders promoted to those grades by reason 
of adjudgment as fitted for promotion but not 
recommended by the report of a selection 
board, as approved by the President, for re- 
tention on the active list shall be retired on 
the date they are so promoted: Provided, That 
such officers shall not be retired earlier than 
six months after the date of approval by the 
President of the report of the selection board 
in which they were adjudged fitted for pro- 
motion.” 

(e) Section 12(j), page 16, line 13, change 
(f) to (g). 





COST COMPARISON 


PRESENT LAW 


Estimate 
Number 

 ehdin aetna nnedieynlibamina . 60 
DE: sbbediceweidenebandesnkueanan<oon 2076 
SEE cctentnndontcaberdncsieeteceese 

DED dddviacsedecksanesdonnssacsawte 
DK AcAttenipnebaitbtiehendeconenin oo 
Retired ..6..0. Chenbeteccawneve ciannen ver 2208 
ED sncnncienndacddeedodenrecoeseces 

BED SceNenseedereanddveedeesevectve 
ED Kdidedeniradsccssernboseeioseeeene 6987 
Retired ........ Pe Pe EE eer Ty . 2363 
ND “Sccvccedsccweccesscosecssevedes 

BOER cccccees eescecccccescece oes 
PL cp senessasseeenenindagernessced, ee 
BOER ccccceccoccecvescosoocees . 2676 
DIGGRAPES co ccccccccccccccccscccscoeccces 

WOON csrosevccccsececcsosesess giesens 
BAO “ov ccccoceses eccecceccce énesseonves . 7000 
Matwwee ccccccccccces sabaeseur pieneawese 2896 


DIGCHAPBS .ccccccccccccccccccccccvcceece 


Total 


eee eee ee ewweee eee renee eeeee 


H. R. 9997 
Estimate 

Estimate Cost Number Estimate Cost 
1938 

$28,912,569.80 6534 $29,456,593.53 

6,236,304.00 2002 6,014,008.00 

$35,148,873.80 $35,470,601.53 
1939 

$30,541,699.12 6886 $31,999,343.63 

6,632,832.00 2102 6,314,408.00 

20 44,000.00 


$37,174,531.12 $38,357,751.63 


1940 
$31,271,226.81 7046 —-$33,984,008.81 
7,807,352.00 2209 6,635, 836.00 
30 66,000.00 
$39,078,578.81 $40,085,844.81 
1941 
$31,539,764.61 7144 $34,119,647.51 
8'038,701.00 2322 6,975,288.00 
2s 50,600.00 
$39,578,468.61 $41,145,535.51 
1942 
$31,329,410.00 7308 $35,159,519.56 
8,699,584.00 2440 7,329,760.00 
21 46,200.00 
$40,028,994.00 $42,535,479.56 





SUMMARY OF AMENDMENTS 

Obviously the changes which I have sug- 
gested in the bill may be divided into two 
classes, perfecting amendments to clarify and 
complete the operation of the bill, and 
amendments in substance, to change in some 
degree the effect of its provisions. 

For the convenience of the Committee I 
will separate these into two lists: 


A—Perfecting Amendments 

(1) Section 4, line 8, page 4, add the follow- 
ing proviso: 

“PROVIDED, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to interfere with 
the promotion of officers on promotion lists 
at the date of this Act.” 

(2) Section 10(a), line 5, page 9, strike out 
the words “for the duties prescribed for them 
by law” and substitute “as prescribed in Sec- 
tion 9 of this Act.” 

(3) Section 12(b), line 15, page 12, after the 
words “the second time” add “in successive 
years.” 

(4) Section 12(d), line 25, page 13, strike 
out the words “as best fitted.” 

(5) Section 12(f), line 7, page 15, add at end 
of section the words “or adjudged fitted.” 

(6) Section 12(i), line 22, page 15, change 
the word “new” to “now.” 


B—Amendments in Substance 

(1)—Regarding records submitted to the 
selection board. Section 8(a), page 6, lines 
7, 8, and 9, change the words “‘(3) the records, 
other than medical, of all such officers since, 
except for lieutenants (junior grade), their 
last previous selection:” to read “(3) the 
records of all such officers.” 

(2)—Regarding confidential statement of the 
selection board. Section 10(c), page 9, lines 
15 to 21, omit this entire sub-section. 

(3)—Regarding the continuation on the ac- 
tive list of a percentage of those officers 
adjudged fitted. 

(a) Section 8(a), line 9, page 6, after the 
word “selection” add: “(4) a statement, as 
directed by the President, as to the percent- 





Navy Student Enlisted Pilots 

The following is a list of candidates 
who have been selected and ordered to 
the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, for 
flight instruction and Naval Aviation 
Pilot instruction, class convening May 5, 
1938. The length of this training is one 
year. Those men who successfully com- 
plete the training will receive designa- 
tions as Naval Aviation Pilots in their 
respective ratings. 

Irving Martin, Applebaum, AMM3c 

Joseph Donald Bedford, AAM3c 

Frederick Louis Bockwinkel, AMM2c 

Raymond Earl! Bucknell, AMM3c 

Leland Lafroy Davis, AMM3c 

Lemuel Claude Dixon, AM3ec 

George Albert Doman, RM3c 

Sdward Joseph Downey, AMM3c 

Richard Frederick Elfton, AMM2ec 

Carlos Edwars Fisher, AMM3c 

Luther Franks, Jr., AMM3c 

Erwin Bigham Frazier, AMM2c 

Willard Burton French, AMM3c 

Lansom Harold Harris, AMM3c 

Jim Heard, AMM3c 

Donald Monroe Hodsoll, AMM2c 

John Francis Hurley, AMM2c 

Malery D. Kembro, AOM3c 

Francis Fred Matthewson, AMM3c 

Donald Booth McOmie, AMM3c 

Raymond Thomas Moran, AOM3c 

Chester Smith Palmer, AMM3c 

William Herbert Ryan, AOM3c 

Harrell Henry Scales, AMM3c 

Willie Etheridge Smith, AMMIc 

Edward Solberg, AMM2c 

William Charles Stowers, AOM2c 

Richard Vern Umphrey, AMM3c 

Chester Arthur Urban, Jr., AOM3c 

Joseph Henry Waggoner, RM3c 

Leonard Howard Wagoner, AMM2c 

Raphael August Watson, AMM3c 

Joseph Elliott A. Wedder, AMM3c 

Ernest Wayne Williams, AMM3c 

Eli Yerkovich, AM3c 





Benedlictus Alexander Yuscka, AM3c 
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tion boards and limiting them to consig. 
eration of an officer’s record since his lag 
selection—but insisted on retaining the 
requirement that selection boards Zive 4 
confidential statement as to its reasons 
for selecting or passing over officers, 




























































































) 
The bill has not yet been submitted tp sid 
the Bureau of the Budget, Admiral] Ap. s 
drews told the committee. He furnishes & of 8 
a statement showing that the cost of the & exis 
new bill will be somewhat higher tha J mat 
the present system. These estimates are & his: 
published elsewhere in this issue with @ adv: 
the complete text of his statement, The wan 
text of the bill HR 9997 was published jp & tirel 
the March 26th issue of the Army 4yp [ 
NAvy JOURNAL on page 649. “ 
When the hearing reopened Monday Adm 
morning, Rear Adm. Adolphus Andrews foun 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, was vat 
called by Representative Carl Vinson, Me 
chairman of the committee, who had just able 
returned from Georgia. Admiral ‘Av I od 
drews, recalling the history of the Vingop. nell 
Mass-Scott compromise selection }jl), Chie 
now introduced as HR 9997 by Repr. a8 Di 
sentative Scott, began a detailed descrip. rd a 
tion of it. The bill was read section by office 
section by the committee clerk, Col, — ferer 
Julian Peacock, ORC, Admiral Andrews time 
giving his explanation and comment a cules 
each section was read. A report of the flag 
questions of members and answers ani “T 
ensuing discussion follows, the text of have 
Admiral Andrews’ statement appearing sald 
elsewhere separately. tain | 
After the Chief of the Bureau of Navi- & pom) 
gation gave his explanation of Sections}, that 
2 and 3, which fix the officer strength of sabje 
the Line and the distribution of offices B yyy , 
in grade, Chairman Vinson outlined the would 
numbers in grade at present and under Che 
the enlarged strength. Representative B ‘ow 
Maas then wanted to know where the er & iy me 
cess of 12 officers, within the 1% allowe & 4 now 
for rear admiral but withheld because of & gyye, 
the limitation to 70 in peace-time, would & jy 
be carried, Admiral Andrews said this would 
number would be carried in the ensign & pjttoe 
grade. amend 
Use of Aviation Cadets drews 
Representative Maus then asked if any & Repre; 
additional aviation cadets were cv & would 
templated in view of 950 plane increase & wryjc 
in the pending expansion bill, and if the J than ; 
present bill dealt with them in any way. & the gy 
“We are now considering that prob Sug 
lem,” Admiral Andrews answered, “The “Wh 
estimate of the number of aviation cadets & hairy 
required is made up each year. They a & yy) ag 
not included in the present bill.” nate ye 
Representative Scott then asked if the & resent; 
provision for expanding the grades of that a 
captain, commander and lieutenant Col & goog ¢) 
mander to permit the retention of officers Chai 
considered “fitted” and the correspondilg BH age , 
reduction of the lower grades “would Bf yt py 
fect the efficiency of the Navy in a & yntot) 
way.” require 
“Not necessarily at present,” the At & jor go, 
miral replied. “In future years we 4 H that ¢p, 
have to reduce the number coming  & aye tg 
from the Naval Academy.” on the 
Representative Bates, R. of Mass. the) ttnogs 
asked if the officer increase in the bil “I th 
was required because of the pending shi? board 
construction bill, Admiral Andrews sid sald, 
that it was. the boa 
“However, if that bill does not * @ 4y of | 
through,” Mr. Bates continued, “Yo BW, cou! 
would still need this bill to increase the board, } 
efficiency of the officer personnel.” — Chair 
“That is true,” Admiral Andrer® €utatiy 
agreed, “If that bill does not go throws BF the con 
this bill would still be necessary. The Words “ 
number of officers could be determined ! tear ad 
the annual appropriation bills.” . vent the 
Officers Now on Promotion Lists i admiral 
Section four was then read and 4 making 
miral Andrews’ comment and sugeel Bt simpjy, 
that the bill be amended to assure! - ember 
officers now on promotion lists would os Repre 
be disturbed. He asked that the follow Admiral 
ing be added to Section 4: “provide hine me 
That nothing herein contained shall ® imines 
construed to interfere with the prom Bt the hoa, 
of officers on promotion lists at the a Pre 
of this Act.” ” he “Thay 
“This is only a_ safety claMse, ton boar 
added, “I think that the promotion ‘Pci fica] 
would be retained without this. the this way 
Representative Vinson then raised ™ nes 0 
» amen’ 
question as to whether or not the retail! Uttieer’s 
ment would not abrogate the Se" & thot, 
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(Continued from Preceding Page) 
of the Navy’s authority to remove an of- 
jeer from the promotion list, as provided 
jn existing law and in Section 11b of the 
ji] and after some discussion the amend- 
pent was approved with the words “ex- 
cept as herein provided in Section 11b,” 
added at the end. 

Section 5, prescribing the membership 
of selection boards as in accordance with 
existing law, was taken next and Chair- 
gan Vinson asked Admiral Andrews for 
his views on the suggestion that has been 
advanced for the establishment of a per- 
ganent selection board, partially or en- 
tirely made up of retired officers. 

Debate Permanent Selection Board 
“When I became Chief of Bureau,” 
Admiral Andrews stated in reply, “I 
found that a good many officers were re- 
jeating on consecutive selection boards. 
in order to make selection more equit- 
able, I changed that so that every suc- 
eeding board now has different person- 
yell, except that the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Fleet may succeed himself 
as president of the board, when he con- 
tinues as C-in-C, I did that so that an 
officer will come before an entirely dif- 
ferent board when passed on the second 
time, and after he has been passed on 
twice, he will have been judged by 17 
fag officers. 

“T think it would be a great mistake to 
have a permanent board. I have heard it 
aid here, whether true or not, that cer- 
tin influences have been brought on 
members of selection boards. I am sure 
tht a permanent board would be more 
subject to that, whether it would have 
ay effect or not, and I doubt it. It 
would be a bad thing.” 

Chairman Vinson pointed out’ the 
“new deal” on selection boards each year 
ismerely policy and could be changed by 
anew Chief of Bureau of Navigation. He 
suggested that the policy be written into 
law. Admiral Andrews said that this 
would be agreeable to him and the com- 
nittee voted to incorporate such an 
amendment into the bill. Admiral An- 
drews also agreed with an observation of 
Representative Maas that retired officers 
would be less in touch with the active 
wrvice and the personnel of the Navy 
than active officers as a reason against 
the suggested change. 

Suggest Civilian Member on Board 

“What is the objection to having the 
thiirman of the House and Senate Na- 
val Affairs Committees sitting on alter- 
mite years on the board,” suggested Rep- 
resentative Hamilton, “I am thinking 
that a civilian on the board would be a 
good thing.” 

Chairman Vinson and Representative 
Maas opposed the suggestion and it was 
wt pursued by the Virginian. Repre- 
‘ntative Church then proposed that the 
muirement for a flag officer on the jun- 
“r selection be eliminated, contending 
that the rear admiral on the board would 
have too much influence on the captains 
the board, for he might pass on their 
fitness for promotion later. 

‘I think the present make-up of the 
ard is all right,” Admiral Andrews 
ald, “The presence of the admiral on 
the board simply gives it more prestige. 
All of the officers examine the records. 
We could have a senior captain head the 
bard, however,” 

Chairman Vinson agreed with Repre- 
“tative Church in his contention and 
the committee voted to strike out the 
Yords “at least one of whom shall be a 
tir admiral.” This action does not pre- 
‘ent the Department from assigning an 
‘dmiral to head the board or even from 
aating all members flag officers, as it 
‘ply removes the requirement that one 
Member shall be of that rank. 

Representative IIamilton then asked 
Admiral Andrews if every one of the 
tn Members of selection boards ex- 
tines the record of every officer before 
the board. 

. Procedure of Selection Boards 
' [have never been a member of a selec- 
m board,” he replied, “So I can’t answer 
tatically. However, I can answer it in 

‘Way. Every officer on the board ex- 
tuines or becomes conversant with every 
7 rs record under his oath. As to the 

ute procedure used, I can not say.” 
ion 7, fixing the service in grade 





eligibility for officers, was next consid- 
ered and Chairman Vinson declared that 
this feature was essential, “in view of 


the trouble we ran into in the Marine 
Corps.” 
“Officers had hardly bought their 


epaulettes,” he added, “when they were 
promoted again. One day they were 
majors, the next day, lieutenant colonels, 
and the following day colonels.” 

The question of the advisability of 
having selection from junior lieutenant 
to lieutenant was raised. 

“If an officer has seven years and can’t 
find himself he probably never will,” de- 
clared Chairman Vinson, in response to a 
contention that many officers do not de- 
velop until later. 

“It’s too long,” put in Representative 
Hamilton. 

“No,” replied the chairman, “We ought 
to give them that long.“ 

Representative Church then proposed 
that instead of four years’ service in 
grade in order to be eligible, that six 
years be substituted, unless an insuffi- 
cient number of officers with this amount 
of service are available. Admiral An- 
drews declared that this would not carry 
out the intent of the law, as there might 
be such a small number of officers eligible 
that 100 per cent selection would result. 

“It would force out, on the fitted offi- 
cers list, better officers lower down who 
would not be reached,” declared Repre- 
sentative Maas, 

Consideration of Medical Records 

Admiral Andrews then proposed that 
Section 8 of the bill be amended to open 
up the whole record of an officer to in- 
spection by selection boards. The bill 
would limit them to consideration of an 
officer’s record since his last promotion 
and prevent them from looking at the 
medical records. 

“Since we have a system based on 
merit,” stated Chairman Vinson, “I can- 
not follow your reasons as to why se- 
lection boards should delve into medical 
records. An officer should get on the pro- 
motion list on his professional qualifica- 
tions, and then it can be determined 
whether he is physically fit or not.” 

“The officers must be physically able to 
carry on their duties,” Admiral Andrews 
answered, “If an officer has been ill, has 
had a reoccurring ailment, it is an im- 
portant factor in his fitness. Physical 
well-being, an officer’s hardiness, his abil- 
ity to stand up under pressure, is almost 


equally important with his mental 
ability.” 
“Also,” continued Chairman Vinson, 


“Why should not selection boards be 
stopped from rejudging the decision of 
previous boards? An officer on a selec- 
tion board looks at an officer’s record in 
the grade below and makes up his mind 
that the previous board was wrong in se- 
lecting him. He will therefore vote to 
pass him over even though his record in 
his present grade is good. Try him on 
his present grade.” 
Partial Record Hit 

“That might be quite true,” admitted 
Admiral Andrews, “But on the other 
hand it would work the other way. I 
have had many officers come to me and 
complain about this provision. One offi- 
cer had brilliant war service. He wanted 
that considered. Another commanded 
three ships successfully as a lieutenant 
commander, but as a commander will 
probably have only one sea duty tour as 
an executive officer. He wants his dem- 
onstrated ability as a captain of a ship 
considered.” 

Representative Maas declared that 
matters such as these would probably 
show up in an oflicer’s service reputa- 
tion. Chairman Vinson stated that it 
was an oflicer’s present fitness that mat- 
tered and that while an officer had bril- 
liant war service, he may have “slowed 
down” since. 

“Most officers want the whole record 
considered, I am confident,” said the 
Admiral, “I feel that every bit of in- 
formation should go to selection board.” 

“I think it is obviously unfair to sub- 
mit officers to the double hazard of the 
medical board and the selection board,” 
Representative Maas declared, “Either 
the medical boards are falling down or 
the selection boards are exceeding their 
authority.” 

Representative Scott stated that he 
felt that selection boards, faced with the 





drastic elimination necessary under pres- 
ent law and the consequential difficulty 
of choosing between officers, often seized 
an officer's prior illness as a justification 
for passing him over. 

Commander Miles’ Suggestions 

Representative Hamilton, D. of Va., at 
the hearing April 4, put in the record a 
statement prepared by Comdr. A. H. 
Miles, USN-Ret. Commander Miles had 
been present during the hearings two 
weeks ago, but the sudden adjournment 
prevented him from appearing in person 
and he was asked to furnish a written 
statement of his views. 

Commander Miles charged that deroga- 
tory and other improper matter has been 
placed on officer’s records without being 
referred to the officer concerned for com- 
ment, at various times in the past, and 
that the Bureau of Navigation has re- 
fused to permit a reconsideration of its 
decision as to whether such matter should 
be admitted or recommend approval of 
the officer’s request for a court of in- 
quiry. He recommended that legislation 
be adopted to provide for the establisli- 
ment of a board of five naval officers and 
two civilian attorneys to consider officer's 
records and appeals as to the inclusion of 
any challenged matter thereon, 


Text of Statement 
The text of his statement follows: 
P. 0. Box 255 
Virginia Beach, Va. 
“From: Comdr A. H. Miles, USN-Ret, 
“Bes House Naval Affairs Committee 
“Subject: Navy Officer Personnel Legislation. 
“Reference ‘A’: H, R. 9315 (modified). 

“1. I have studied Reference ‘A’, and failed 
to find in it provision for the improvement of 
the officer morale of the Navy which has been 
impaired by operation of the selection law. 

“2. A system of promotion based upon 
selection must be fair and have the confidence 
of the Service. It is to this end that I sub- 
mit this recommendation, 

“3. Many officers who have failed to be 
selected for promotion feel that their failure 
is caused by some injustice that has been 
reflected in their records that were placed 
before the Selection Board, Therefore, it is 
vital that steps be taken at once to assure, in 
so far as humanly possible the inviolability 
of officers’ records to the end that derogatory 
matter may not find its way thereon without 
the officers having the opportunity of exer- 
cising their constitutional rights of defense. 

“4. It may be argued that the Navy Regu- 
lations already provide for the redress, and 
that it can be handled effectively by the 
Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, but 
unfortunately it is not so simple. The 
Bureau of Navigation, being the custodian 
of officers’ records, assumes full responsi- 
bility for all material, derogatory or other- 
wise, placed upon their records. Experience 
has shown that the Bureau is not disposed 
to reverse its decision when it decrees that 
detractory matter be placed upon an officer's 
record, and to make matters worse, in the 
event of change of administration, the incom- 
ing regime will not reconsider issues arising 
under its predecessor. Therefore, an officer 
desiring redress of wrongs often finds it im- 
possible to obtain the fair and unbiased con- 
sideration to which he is entitled. 

“5. Also, since we are dealing with human 
factors, there is no surety that law, orders, 


and regulations will not be violated by 
seniors in such high positions as to make 
them practically immune from disciplinary 
action. 


“6. Since it is an admittedly difficult task 
for members of a Selection Board to reach 
a proper decision, assuming that the records 
placed before them are truly indicative of an 
officer’s character and career, it seems only 
fair to the members of these boards that they 
be given material to work with which they 
can rely upon as representing facts, 

“7. My recommendation to correct the evils 
of this situation is as follows: 

“A board of no less than five line officers 
should be appointed annually by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy 
(President of the U. 8.), over whom the 
Navy Department has no administrative 
control or other influences, assisted by two 
civilian attorneys connected with no other 
government department, to be known as The 
Board of Review of Officer's Records. This 
Board will report directly to the President 
of the U. 8., and its decisions final, subject 
to his approval. The general duty of the 
board will be to review officers’ records and 
to consider appeals from officers concerning 
material filed upon their official records for 
reasons such as the following: 

“1. Matter placed upon the records with- 
out the knowledge of the officer concerned, 
“9 Matter lacking foundation of fact. 

“3. Matter contrary to Navy Regulations. 

“4. Other valid reasons in the judgment 
of the officer concerned. 


“8. This Board in fact, would act as a 
deterent to the placing of improper, pre- 
judicial matter upon officers’ records and 


would operate to correct the injustices caused 








by improper material being filed thereon and 
later placed before the Selection Board. 

“9. It is difficult to believe that the Navy 
Department would sanction improper matter 
being placed upon an officer's record, but there 
is ample documentary evidence to prove that 
this has been done with impunity and the 
officer has been denied the slightest op- 
portunity for redress of wrongs. Reference to 
the official Navy Department File No, 5-K 
6624-283 will substantiate this statement. 

“10. Briefly, the facts in this case are as 
follows: 

“The Chief of Naval Operations, desiring 
to obtain certain information relative to con- 
tracts, etc., ordered an ‘informal investigation’ 
to be made at a naval station, Since there is 
no provision made in the Naval Regulations 
for an ‘informal investigation’ this tlegal 
procedure left the door open for grave ir- 
regularities which followed, resulting in de- 
famatory matter of the most serious nature 
being filed on the Commandant’s official 
record without his knowledge. 

“In this so-called investigation, the rights 
of interested parties were ignored and the 
findings were contrary to fact. For these 
reasons alone, as well as for the illegality of 
the proceedings, the record of this fake in- 
vestigation should not have been placed upon 
this officer's record. It was, however, done 
by order of the Bureau of Navigation, with- 
out this officer having seen it or knowing of 
its contents. Months later, when this officer 
learned of it, the Secretary of the Navy, 
upon recommendation of the Bureau of Navi- 
gation, refused to grant the requests of this 
officer for a legal inquiry and ‘closed the inci- 
dent’ threatening disciplinary action should 
he again seek redress, It is also noteworthy 
that the Navy Department refused to refer 
the report of this unlawful investigation to 
the officer for his comment as required by 
Regulations, and he has not been able to 
obtain from the Navy Department a com- 
plete copy of it as he requested, 

“11. To add to the injury, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Navigation also wrote a letter of a 
highly derogatory nature to the Secretary of 
the Navy, based on hearsay, concerning this 
officer's performance of duty and placed it 
upon the officer's record without the knowl. 
edge of the officer, who found it buried in his 
record a year later. The officer immediately 
produced documentary evidence refuting the 
charges and exercising his right, wrote a let- 
ter to the Selection Board concerning it, but 
subsequently he found that the letter had 
been held up in the Bureau of Navigation 
and was not allowed to reach its destination 
until after the adjournment of the Board. 

“12. A request to the Bureau of Naviga- 
tion for the removal of these papers from his 
record was denied on the grounds that it 
was against the statutes to remove papers 
from the official files. There is ample evidence 
however, to show that papers are removed 
from an officer's record when the Navy De- 
partment wills it. 

“13. It is respectfully submitted that in a 
case of this sort, where the officer is unable 
to obtain justice through the regular chan- 
nels in correcting improper matter on his 
record, that some method of appeal or re- 
view is imperative. 

“14. If officers were assured that their 
records would be fairly presented to Selection 
Boards and that they would be protected 
against oppression, it would help in no small 
degree to rebuild morale. 

“15. It should be fully realized that since 
the adoption of the Selection principle, officers’ 
records are of paramount importance, and it 
does not seem unreasonable that officers 
should be given the opportunity to have their 
records reviewed by an impartial Board before 
being placed in the hands of the Selection 
Board for final adjudication.” 

Asks Reversal of Action on 
Officers’ Records 

At the beginning of Tuesday's hear- 
ing, Representative Maas brought up 
again the question of Section 8, discussed 
the day before. 

“I'm not completely satisfied with the 
section as to service records,” he stated. 
“It appears to me after more mature con- 
sideration that we will be denying in- 
formation of the greatest value to selec- 
tion boards if we restrict them to an 
officer’s record since his last promotion. 
You will deny the board information as 
to an officer’s citations, a knowledge of 
all of his previous types of service, the 
number of sea commands, I believe now 
that we should let them read the whole 
record.” 

“So the gentleman is turning around 
on the matter,” Chairman Vinson said. 
“Ile gets more information and changes 
his mind. You had better be careful or 
you'll meet yourself coming back on some 
more of these ideas of yours.” 

Admiral Andrews said that he was in 
full accord with what Representative 
Maas had said, 

“Now, you mean,” said Chairman Vin- 
Son, 

(Continued on Neat Page) 
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“Yes,” was the Admiral’s reply, “He's 
in accord with me, now. Seriously, we 
want as much information for the selec- 
tion boards as we can get before them to 
enable them to pass on the officers. We 
should have an officer’s whole record. His 
war service is important for that is the 
best criterion of what he will do in an 
emergency. His demonstrated ability as 
a commander of ships is more valuable 
to the board than his service as an execu- 
tive officer, where he probably would have 
little opportunity to show his ability. I 
believe that practically all officers of the 
Navy would agree with this.” 

“That is also true of medical records is 
it not, Admiral,” asked Chairman Vinson, 
and Admiral Andrews agreed. 


Representative Scott Objects 

Representative Maas said that he was 
now ulso willing to have the medical rec- 
ord restriction removed. Under the pres- 
ent law, he said, he did not believe medi- 
cal records should be considered because 
of the way officers not selected for physi- 
cal reasons were penalized. Under the 
bill however, he added, such officers 
would be greatly aided. Chairman Vin- 
son then suggested that they accept the 
Department’s amendment on this section, 
but Representative Scott objected. 

“The matter of records works both 
ways,” the latter declared, “I don’t think 
that it is fair to go back and penalize an 
officer for his indiscretions as an ensign, 
He may be entirely different now. Could 
we compromise and let them examine 
only the last two grades.” 

“IT was compromising with Congress- 
man Maas before on these two matters,” 
declared Chairman Vinson, “I believe in 
ziving the boards the whole record to 
exe mine,” 

“) can’t keep up with you two fellows 
one div to the next,” complained Repre- 
sentative Scott, “One day you have one 
opinion on this and the next day an- 
other.” 

“A wise man changes his opinion,” de- 
clared the Chairman. 

“This whole suggestion was mine,” 
Representative Maas stated, “I thought 
highly of it. I still would if the present 
system were continued, but under the 
bill, the situation is different, and I feel 
now that the board should have all the 
information possible.” 

Action on the matter was deferred un- 
til later and Admiral Andrews’ explana- 
tion of the bill was continued. 


Promotion to Lieutenant 

Representative Maas declared that he 
did not see how it was possible to select 
properly from junior lieutenant to lieu- 
tenant in view of the limited record that 
an officer can make, adding that “most 
of the present trouble comes from ex- 
_tending selection downward.” 

“That matter has been very thoroughly 
considered,” answered the Admiral, 
“Part of what you say is correct, an offi- 
cer has had limited service, but the fact 
remains that we have had this selection 
in the past and the percentage of elimi- 
nation has not been large, I have tried 
to impress on the Naval Academy and 
the young officers that the Academy is a 
school for studies and then they must 
go to sea and be tested as to their prac- 
tical application of what they have 
learned. This practical test shows rather 
conclusively whether or not they will 
make good.” 

Representative Maas asked if the in- 
stitution of a seven year revokable pe- 
riod might not eliminate most of those 
who were unfit, and Admiral Andrews 
agreed that it might. 

Chairman Vinson then asked Admiral 
Andrews, in considering the last proviso 
of Section 9a, which declares that failure 
of selection as best fitted shall not preju- 
dice an officer in any other way, if it was 
not true that failure of selection as best 
fitted was no reflection or stigma against 
an officer. 

“T do not believe so,” was the Admiral’s 
answer. 

Specialist Groups Considered 

Representative Maas then asked as to 
the provision as to aeronautical engineer- 
ing duty only officers, whether or not it 
would prevent such officers from being 
assigned to command ashore. Admiral 
Andrews said that it would not, but it 





would prevent them from succeeding to 
such commands. Representative Maas 
declared that he considered that the 
number of AKDOs was insufficient to 
take care of the new aviation procure- 
ment program. Asked if he considered 
that the present number was insufficient, 
Admiral Andrews said that all specialist 
groups declared that their number was 
insufficient. 

“Every specialist corps thinks it is un- 
dermanned,” put in Chairman Vinson, “I 
checked up on the Navy doctors some- 
time ago, when they were asking for 
more personnel. I found that they had 
more doctors ashore than they have in 
the whole British Navy.” 

“T hope that the Navy Department will 
take cognizance of this discussion and 
will take steps to see that the AEDO 
groups have sufficient strength,” stated 
Representative Maas. 

Admiral Andrews assured him that 
this would be done, and the Congress- 
man said he was satisfied, Representa- 
tive Phillips, D. of Conn., raised again 
the question of placing lighter-than-air 
officers into a specialist group so that 
they could be retained on dirigible duties 
and promoted without having to qualify 
for all Line duties. Chairman Vinson 
agreed that something probably should 
be done for the group but advocated de- 
laying any such action until later to be 
taken up in separate legislation. 

Representative Scott then asked to be 
heard and declared that he was not sat- 
isfied with the bill before the committee 
which he introduced. 

“The bill does do away with the elimi- 
nation of good officers,” he stated, “But 
I am not satisfied that the designation of 
‘fitted’ and ‘best fitted’ does not ‘tie a tag’ 
on officers. The bill is better than the pres- 
ent system, but I still don’t believe it is 
a good bill.” 

Representative Scott then asked if 
junior lieutenants are selected “to fill 
vacancies or as best fitted.” Admiral 
Andrews said “both.” 

“It is not a merit system if selection 
depends on the number of vacancies 
rather than upon whether fitted or not,” 
Representative Scott added. 

Writing Special Letters to Boards 

Representative Bates, R. of Mass., 
then brought up the question of high 
ranking officers writing special letters 
as to the qualifications of officers up for 
selection, as testified to at the hearings 
two weeks ago. He denounced the alleged 
practice, stating that he considered it a 
violation of ethics. Questioned as to the 
point, Admiral Andrews said that he 
“didn’t know of anything like that.” As 
to the suggestion of influences being 
brought against selection boards, Ad- 
mirai Andrews said: 

“It is my opinion that you could not 
get a better method of selection than 
having nine admirals on a board consider 
the records of officers, nine honorable 
men considering only the best interests 
of the Navy. We hear a great deal of 
rumors of influence. I don’t think any 
boards are influenced. It has been said 
that admiral’s sons have an inside track. 
I have seen them fail.” 

Representative Phillips also recalled 
the testimony that officers who had been 
convicted by court-martial later were 
selected, stressing the point that officers 
convicted of drunkedness were among 
those later promoted. 

“I’m inclined to agree with what Lin- 
coln said about Grant,” commented 
Chairman Vinson, “I wish the rest of 
them would drink a little more liquor.” 

Representative Stack, D. of Pa., de- 
claring that the Naval Aircraft Factory 
in Philadelphia was “his baby,” said he 
wanted to put a question to Admiral An- 
drews and added that he was perfectly 
willing to admit that he was “acting as 
au Charley McCarthy” in asking it. 

“Are line officers any better qualified 
to select engineering specialists than 
engineering specialists are to selection 
Line officers?” he said. 

“I believe they are,” replied the Ad- 
miral. 

Suggest Lump Sum On Discharge 

Representative Maas then asked Ad- 
miral Andrews to consider the advisabil- 
ity of permitting officers going out on 
the retired list to take a lump sum pay- 
ment rather than retired pay. 

The committee then adopted a clarify- 





ing amendment proposed by Admiral 
Andrews to make Section 10A conform to 
the amendment as AEDO officers already 
adopted. 

Admiral Andrews then read his criti- 
cism of the provision requiring selec- 
tion boards to state reasons for their 
action and Chairman Vinson said: 

“I think this provision will help tre- 
mendously. Selection boards’ should 
state in their own way the reasons for 
their action. I feel that this will have a 
wholesome effect. We all have to do that 
—state reasons for our actions—when 
we are in positions of responsibility. I 
believe it will remove many of the ob- 
jections of the present system. Of 
course, the selection boards can merely 
say ‘In our judgment this officer was 
hest fitted’ or vice versa. However, I feel 
that it will help matters.” 

Without commenting on this statement, 
Admiral Andrews continued reading his 
crac of the next section of the 
rill. 

The committee a few moments later 
adopted an amendment proposed by Ad- 
miral Andrews, altering Section 12b so 
as to assure that officers failing of selec- 
tion the first time for one grade after hav- 
ing already failed of selection for the 
next lower grade and subsequently being 
selected, would not be made ineligible for 
selection, 

“Permanent Waiting Orders List” 

Representative Scott then put forward 
the suggestion that officers retired for 
failure of selection be placed on a “per- 
manent waiting orders list” rather than 
be retired as not fitted, stating that such 
officers might well be handicapped in find- 
ing a job in civil life if they had to admit 
why they were retired from the Navy. 
Representative Scott suggested that by 
placing such officers in a “Fleet Reserve” 
some of the “stigma” might be removed. 
Chairman Vinson opposed the sugges- 
tions. 

Admiral Andrews again took the wit- 
ness stand as the committee met Wednes- 
day. As he explained the effect of Section 
12¢, providing for the discharge of junior 
lieutenants, Representative Maas raised 
the question of the advisability of promot- 
ing from lieutenant, junior grade, to lieu- 
tenant by seniority. 

“Well,” commented Admiral Andrews, 
“That wouldn’t be following the funda- 
mentals of the system.” 

“It would be overthrowing the basic 
system,” declared Chairman Vinson. “We 
don’t want to go back and start promoting 
everybody and then build up a large pro- 
motion list.” 

Representative Maas said that he be- 
lieved in some elimination, but believed 
that the examining boards could weed out 
the unfit junior lieutenants. 

“I don’t believe we should base pro- 
motion on professional examinations en- 
tirely,” stated the Admiral, “We some- 
times have officers who were excellent 
scholars at the Naval Academy, but when 
they get aboard ship, they are not so good. 
We stress the mental capacity of an offi- 
cer, but not to the exclusion of their 
practicable ability.” 

Sees Anamoly In Bill 

Section 12d, setting the periods of ser- 
vice for officers adjudged “fitted” was 
read and Representative Maas raised 
another point, declaring that he saw a 
possible anomaly in the situation whereby 
a lieutenant selected as best fitted for pro- 
motion to lieutenant commander may 
have a shorter career than one adjudged 
fitted, for the latter is assured 26 years 
service, whereas the former may be re- 
tired after 21 years’ service if then found 
not fitted for promotion to commander. 

“Yes,” Admiral Andrews stated, “if he 
is found not fitted, he should go out.” 

“But the other officer may be less effi- 
icent,” insisted Colonel Maas, “and yet 
he is not passed on again. What I fear is 
that when the Navy is no longer expand- 
ing, the Department may decide that 
there should be more forced attrition, 
that the upper ranks should be reduced 
and the selection boards will force out a 
larger percentage of officers by finding 
more of them not fitted.” 

Andrews stated that he did not believe 
this situation would occur, adding that if 
an officer has been found “not fitted,” it 
shows conclusively that he should not be 
retained, Representative Scott then 








asked if there was no way of elimina 






















































































any officer promoted as fitted if he “tq, (( 
down on the job.” The Chief of the By. & other 
reau said that court-martial was the only drew 
way. out t 

“We don’t want to take away his righ & pecat 
to a career,” Chairman Vinson said, “ & pot : 
he falls down it is just tough luck, thy & this 
Navy will have to carry him. One or tyy § office 
bad spokes won’t hurt the Navy.” 

“Why not have something like the Ciyj Chi 
Service method of eliminating such of. & subse 
cers,” suggested Mr. Scott. ors 

Admiral Andrews pointed out that the i duty. 
“fitted officer” had the incentive of being J provi 
further selected as “best fitted” to kee I prese 
him on his toes and doing his duty pry & to ex 
perly. obtait 

Voluntary Retirement Proviso wach 

The next subsection, granting voluntary lesa, 
retirement after 15 years’ service, wy Rey 
read, and Chairman Vinson asked ag ty fearec 
the existing policy as to accepting th officer 
resignations of midshipmen on grap. sical 
ation from the Naval Academy. highe 

The present policy, the Navigation hea Tr 
explained, is to require graduates to ser i "4 
two years as commissioned officers befor @ "°° 
permitting them to resign, with a view ty profes 
discouraging boys from entering th wants 
Academy for the sole purpose of getting, tired | 
free education. Bec 

Representative Scott then wanted ty with ¢ 
know why the Navy was “encouraging’ thelr | 
officers to retire after 15 years’ servie, § "| 
and Admiral Andrews answered that it nated 
was not encouraging them to get out, but = 
that it was extending to Naval Academy “a 
graduates a privilege already applying to § * at 
non-graduate officers, and was intended not fr 
to permit extra number lieutenants ani favor 
junior lieutenants who wanted to leave = 
the Navy, to get out without resigning i 
A number of officers, he added, had deta 
written or spoken to him of their desir Ca ms 
to leave the Service, but said they did ne ‘Che 
feel that they should “give up the amount 7 . 
that had accumulated toward their r an 
tirement.” Questioned as to this state be de 
ment, Admiral Andrews said while there : 
was no actual setting aside of funds for ithe 
retirement, the theory of retired pay was dared 
that a certain amount of pay was with stating 
held Cn be later paid out in retirement oflcer 
venefits, 

“We don’t give them very much pay,’ — 
put in Chairman Vinson, “and Congress difical 
takes into consideration that it is setting nation: 
aside money that will be later paid t | 
them as retired pay.” 

“Do you believe that this 15 year retire “Car 
ment is better than a lump sum paymett, this pr 
Admiral,” asked Representative Maas. Maas, 

Retired Pay vs. Lump Sum “n 

“T have been considering that since yo les 
brought it up yesterday,” Admiral At fal 
drews replied. “It would be a dificil! a 
thing to work out. If you made the lum a 
sum proportionate or even partially 90! pa pe 
the amount of retired pay that an officer ha m 
might expect, it would be rather high.” Sub 

Admiral Andrews was questioned a8 sami 
the amount of retired pay an officer wer 
tiring under the provision would receive. may 
He said it would be $1,275 for offers § oo? 
with 15 years’ service. Representative or anot 
Scott declared that a considerable nu feet 
ber of officers would receive $30,000 elimi 
more during their life time, and Admin! § i ry 
Andrews pointed out that they would eight - 
subject to call in an emergency wherets Years ; 
if discharged they would be out of th Andrey 
service. that dr 

Section 12f permitting the retirem § ) * 
in the higher grade of officers found ™ tdmira 
physically qualified for promotion, wis Will rer 
read next, and Admiral Andrews P® & og oe 
posed that the words “or adjudged fitt® § a.» 
should be added at the end of the Chai 
section, explaining that otherwise the pri 
privilege might only be held to extend ® 2 good | 
officers selected as “best fitted” and »* Cut the 
to those deemed “fitted.” He explain I wan 
that under the bill, officers are only ® B thi, at 
lected” as “best fitted,” that officers pr hothwit 
moted as “fitted” are not “selected Repr 
are “adjudged fitted.” ta Strong ¢ 

Some discussion of the propriety “ that it 
lowing officers in the lower grades ret at § "ame; 
for physical disability to receive my 
the rate of % of active pay followed, tire “Why 
Chairman Vinson and Represent 8N Officg 
Church both expressing the opinion mira),” 
graded retired pay should be allo “He | 
accordance with the rule as to ® Perfect, 

(Continued on Neat Page) 
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Selection Bill Hearings 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
otherwise forcibly retired. Admiral An- 
drews and Representative Maas pointed 
out that the physically disabled officer, 
iecause of his disability, probably could 
not secure a civil position to augment 
this income as a physically fit retired 

officer may. 
Disability In Line of Duty 

Chairman Vinson suggested that the 
eubsection be amended to assure that ofli- 
ers benefitting be disabled in line of 
duty. Admiral Andrews said that such a 
provision would be unnecessary as under 
present law this requirement would have 
to exist before any retirement privilege 
obtained anyway. It was agreed to place 
weh a provision in the section, regard- 
ess, Simply as a safeguard. 

Representative Church stated that he 
fared this provision might encourage 
officers to have themselves declared phy- 
deally unfit so that they could receive 
higher retired pay. 

“I do not believe that any such thing 
would occur,” Admiral Andrews an- 
swered, “Every officer is in love with his 
profession, in love with his career. He 
wants to go ahead not go out on the re- 
tired list.” 

Section 12g, providing for the discharge, 
with one year’s pay, of officers failing on 
their professional promotion examination, 
was read next, and Chairman Vinson 
stated that he did not believe such oflfi- 
crs should receive anything on discharge. 

“I feel they should receive something,” 
Admiral Andrews said, “However, I am 
not in favor of that section. I am in 
favor of giving an officer a six months 
extension and then examining him again.” 

“Oh, Admiral, as a matter of fact, you 
cn give him ten examinations before you 
declare that he has failed, can you not,” 
Colonel Maas asked? 

Chairman Vinson said that he believed 
an officer should be required to pass his 
examinations, and if he failed he should 
he discharged. Oflicers should be able to 
pass their examinations without difficulty 
if they were efficient and able, he de- 
dared. Admiral Andrews disagreed, 
stating that he considered that capable 
officers might well fail on one of the 
exams, and that it may be “ a pretty hard 
thing for an officer aboard ship, with a 
dificult job, to study and pass his exami- 
nations,” 


— 


Reexamination of Officers 

“Can't you reexamine oflicers under 
this provision,” persisted Representative 
Maas, 

Admiral Andrews said that he was a 
bit afraid that under this wording an 
oficer might have to be discharged after 
failure on one examination. After some 
discussion, he concluded that the Depart- 
ment would probably be able to give re- 
‘xaminations and the matter could be 
handled under the section as written. 

Sub-section (j) was taken up next and 
Admiral Andrews explained, that the 
hero” advancement provided thereunder 
may only be given when an officer was 
‘ommended by the Secretary of the Navy 
another Cabinet officer. 

Section 13a’ providing for the forced 
limination of flag officers if normal attri- 
tion does not maintain an average of 
tight vacancies therein over the preceding 
— was read, together with Admiral 
Poe ab endorsement of it. He stated 

t during the past 11 years there has 
a average of 6% vacancies in the 
v” rals grade, “so that this figure of 8 
ot represent an increase in the number 
anes over that of recent ex»peri- 


ho nairman Vinson said that he felt that 
Pp gg involved in the section was 
a _ although it might be wise to 
Ty number from 8 to 7,” and added, 
this ant to commend the Department on 
ath Statement approving the section, 
withstanding their private views.” 
strony eentative Maas, however, took 
that ence ption to the proviso, declaring 
py would have no effect, and offered 
mendment to strengthen it. 
“Wh Selection to Flag Rank 
tn offic. oes the granting of two stars to 
tira.” T suddenly make him perfect, Ad- 
ww asked Colonel Maas. 
reife be pretty good, although not 
» answered Admiral Andrews, “to 





run the gauntlet of all of the ranks. He 
has been selected through all the grades.” 

“If that is true,” returned Mr. Maas, 
“why not stop selection at captain, they 
have been selected several times. And let 
me point out a discrepancy in your testi- 
mony, Admiral. You say that officers 
spend 7 years in each grade. You have 
58 admirals, which would give you an 
average turnover of 8, not 64%. And when 
you get the 70 admirals allowed by this 
bill, you will have 10 going out each year 
and the provision will have no effect. 
Moreover, under the way the section is 
worded, it will not mean anything, for it 
is indefinite, requiring forced attrition 
only when the ‘average’ number of vacan- 
cies in years preceding is less than eight.” 

He then submitted an amendment 
which would change Section 13a to read 
as follows: (eliminate the matter in 
brackets and substitute the words 
italicized) : 

Should it be (found at the end) apparent 
on November 1 of any (fiscal) year that the 
(average) total number of vacancies in the 
grade of rear admiral (for the fiscal years sub- 
sequent to the passage of this Act has been 
less than eight) will be leas than one-fifth of 
the number in that grade, the Secretary of 
the Navy shall convene a board consisting of 
the Chief of Naval Operations, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, United States Fleet, and the 
Commander, Battle Force, to recommend for 
retirement a sufficient number of rear admirals 
to cause the aforesaid (average) number of 
vacancies: (Provided, That not more than 
two rear admirals shall be so recommended in 
any one fiscal year.) 

At the suggestion of Chairman Vinson 
the amendment was passed over tempo- 
rarily to be discussed at a later time. 

Revokable Commissions 

Section 14, providing a seven year re- 
vokable period for all officers hereafter 
entering the Navy—Line, Staff and Ma- 
rine Corps—was considered next. Chair- 
man Vinson questioned the propriety of 
the Secretary of the Navy being author- 
ized to fix the amount of money paid to 
officers whose commissions were revoked 
(limited to one year’s pay), declaring 
that Congress should set this amount. 

“That is up to the committee,” Admiral 


Andrews stated, “But suppose the case of | 


an absolutely worthless officer—I am 
speaking of a civilian coming into one of 
the other corps. After six months, it is 
desired to get rid of him, and he refuses 
to resign, should he be given a year’s 


pay?” 
Representative Maas agreed with the 
Admiral and after some _ discussion, 


Chairman Vinson dropped his objection. 








Admiral Andrews stated that the Secre- | 


tary of the Navy usually allows the year's 
pay in cases of officers dropped under the 
existing law, allowing the revokation of 
ensign’s commissions. 

Representative Maas then moved that 
Section 14 be amended to eliminate the 
Staff Corps from its terms, in order that 
the question of making Staff commissions 
revokable may be considered when the 


Committee takes up the question of ap- | 


plying the other principles of the bill to 
the Staff Corps. 

“I agree,” stated the Chairman, “Just 
as soon as this bill is out of the way, we 
will take up the Staff Corps. The Staff 
problem is much more difficult than the 
Line’s There is too much complication to 
apply it to this bill. The Marine Corps 
is in here, because, right or wrong, they 
want what the Line gets.” 

Exclusion of Staff Corps 
“And as long as I am on this committee 


they will get it,” broke in Representative | 
Maas, a lieutenant colonel of the Marine | 


Corps Reserve. 

Representative Hamilton demanded to 
know whether Chairman Vinson meant to 
take up the Staff Corps legislation at this 
session of Congress, and the latter stated 
that he did, if it was at all possible. 

Admiral Andrews, who in his prepared 
statement, favored handling the Staff 
Corps problem, except for this section, in 
a separate bill, but declared that it might 
be possible to bring them in under an 
amendment to the present bill, com- 
mented : 

“This is such a simple thing and I be- 
lieve that it would be a wise plan to leave 
it in. It applies particularly to the Staff 
Corps.” 


Chairman Vinson disagreed, declaring | 


that it would be the better plan to leave 


the Staff Corps out of the bill entirely 
and put in a section providing revokable 
commissions in the forthcoming Staff bill. 

“I see no reason for including the Ma- 
rines in this bill,” he added, “but we can 
get along with them in the bill better than 
with the Staff.” 

And then, as Representative Hamilton 
demanded that the committee give more 
consideration to the Staff Corps’ welfare, 
Chairman Vinson, added, 

“The Staff Corps can take care of them- 
selves. They don't need anyone to look 
out for them. They'll play rings around 
the committee when they come in here 
with a bill.” 

Prepare Staff Bill 

The amendment eliminating the Staff 
Corps from the effect of the revokable 
commission section was agreed to, and the 
remainder of the bill read. Admiral An- 
drews finished reading his explanation of 
the various sections of the bill and his 
recommendation to make the employment 
of “fitted” officers discretionary, and then 
placed the remainder of the statement, 
ziving statistics as to cost and effect of 
the bill, in the record without reading it. 
No questions were put to him as to Sec- 
tions 15 and 16. He had asked that the 
Major General Commandant answer any 
queries as to the effect of Section 15. 

Chairman Vinson then asked Admiral 
Andrews to have the Staff Corps prepare 
a bill applying the principles of the 
measure to them, and the latter said that 
the Department was already at work on a 
bill. Mr. Vinson again declared that he 
did not see why the Marine Corps should 
be included in the bill and got into an 
argument with Representative Maas on 
this point. Admiral Andrews declared 
that the Marine Corps could be included 
“with a very simple arrangement.” 

As the session closed, Chairman Vinson 
asked if the bill had been submitted to the 
Bureau of the Budget. Admiral Andrews 
said that it was being held up in the 
Judge Advocate General's Office pending 
the committee’s decision on its terms. 


Hits Andrews Proposal 

Admiral Andrews again took the wit- 
ness stand Thursday and read the re- 
mainder of his prepared statement which 
had been placed in the record the ‘day 
before. When he had concluded, Repre- 
sentative Maas disagreed sharply with 
the Admiral’s proposal to amend the bill 
so as to employ only a percentage of the 
officers adjudged fitted for promotion, 
decliring that it was in conflict with “the 
whole theory of the bill.” 

“If we limit the number of fitted offi- 
cers a8 you suggest,” he declared, “we 
would go back to the same system we 
have today. This bill may not be ideal 
ne system is-—but it is the most satisfac- 
tory compromise that we could devise, It 
has two main objectives: first to get full 
value to the Government of the officer 
trained at great expense; und second to 
assure an uninterrupted career to the 
qualified, capable officer. It would be 
most unwise to limit the number of fitted 
officers to be employed. The whole theory 
of the bill is to retain competent officers.” 

The committee agreed to amend See- 
tion Sa to permit the whole record of an 
officer, including his medical record, to 
zo before the selection board. The bill 
would have restricted the board to con- 
sideration of professional records since 
the officer’s last previous selection and 
was removed on recommendation of Ad- 
miral Andrews with the concurrence of 
Representative Maas, author of 
proviso, 

“This proviso was designed for the ex- 
isting law,” the latter said, as he moved 
its removal, “It is not necessary under 
this bill, and I believe that the whole 
record should go before the boards.” 

Anonymous Records Suggested 

Representative Cole, R. of N. Y. then 

asked Admiral Andrews for his views on 


the advisability of eliminating names 
from the records furnished selection 
boards. 





the | 


“The Committee has just written into | 


the bill the requirement that successive 
selection boards should be composed of 
different officers,” the Admiral stated. 
“I do not believe there is any chance of 
favoritism in one board of line officers 
considering the honor and integrity and 
earnest purpose of the officers who com- 
pose our selection boards, With each offi- 


cer appearing before two boards of dif- 
ferent constitution any chance of favori- 
tism which might exist, despite my belief 
to the contrary would obviously be mini- 
mized to the disappearing point. 

“On the other hand I think that aside 
from the practicability of any such 
method, a system of basing selections 
upon anonymous records would reduce 
the promotion system to a matter of 
arithmetic and would deny the Navy the 
means of a proper selection of officers for 
the best and most efficient operation and 
direction. There are certain indefinable 
factors in an officer which can not be en- 
tirely reflected in written records and 
which taken together comprise his so- 
called Service reputation. These factors 
are developed from his relations with his 
fellow oflicers, both senior and junior, 
and from his abilities in many lines of 
work. In part these are of course shown 
in the regular records, in part they are 
not so shown. Human judgment can not 
Iv reduced to a statistical adding ma- 
chine and just as fitness reports and rec- 
ords can not well be reduced to a numeri- 
cal mark and the sum total ground out by 
an adding machine as a means of deter- 
mining which officer is statistically su- 
perior to another, so human judgment 
can not be limited solely to anonymous 
records,” 

Approve Elimination of Admirals 

The committee then went through the 
bill, tentatively adopting the various 
amendments that had been discussed and 
voted on earlier. The expected fight over 
the flag officer forced attrition section 
did not materialize, Admiral Andrews 
and Representative Maas coming to an 
agreement on the matter. On Wednesday, 
Colonel Maas had submitted amendments 
“to put teeth” in the proviso, but on 
Thursday moved to approve the section 
us written except for the elimination of 
the proviso limiting the forced retire- 
ments per year to two. His motion was 
adopted, After the hearing, the Minne- 
sota Congressman said that while the 
first analysis made of the section was 
that it would have little effect, further 
estimates indicated that it would force 
out from one to three admirals a year. 

Representative Stack, JD. of Pa, then 
suggested that the committee call Rear 
Adm, Arthur B, Cook or other “repre- 
sentatives of naval aviation,” adding 
that he “was led to believe that they 
would like to be called.” Chairman Vin- 
son, however, objected, declaring that 
Admiral Cook had not asked to appear 
and that “presumably he had had his say 
in the regular Departmental channels.” 

Representative Maas revived the argu- 
ment as to changing the status of forci- 
bly retired officers, urging the creation 
of an “Officers’ Fleet Reserve.” While 
Mr. Vinson declared it would seriously 
complicate things, Mr. Maas held that 
the creation of such a list would be quite 
simple and would be of great value to re- 
tired officers in their civil pursuits, Asked 
his opinion, Admiral Andrews declared 
that there was considerable merit in Mr, 
Mais’ suggestion, Mr, Vinson agreed 
that the amendment might be drawn but 
made it clear that he had not committed 
himself, 

General Holcomb Testifies 

Maj. Gen. Thomas Holcomb, Com- 
mandant of the Marine Corps, succeeded 
Admiral Andrews on the witness stand, 
and urged inclusion of the Marine Corps 
in the bill. He proposed several amend- 
ments which are set forth in his state- 
ment, the text of which is published else- 
where in this issue. He stated that the 
Marine Corps is now some 500 officers 
short and that the application of the six 
per cent distribution would bring the 
Corps up to a total of 1,640 officers as 
against a present strength, including 
additional numbers, of 1181, 

Gen. Holcomb told Mr. Maas that his 
suggested officers’ Fleet Reserve seemed 
to be “camouflage,” but added that “if it 
makes anybody happier, I say do it.” 

Asked by Mr. Church what he could 
do with three more general officers in the 
Marine Corps, Gen. Holcomb said that 
he could well use five more. He declared 
the need for an assistant commandant 
with the rank of brigadier general, an- 
other to command the aviation units of 
the Fleet Marine Force, another at Head- 
quarters to take over the administration 
(Continued on Nert Page) 
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of 13,000 reserves, one to head the Divi- 
sion of Operations and Training, and a 
fifth brigadier general as second in com- 
mand of the F. M. F. 
Vote to Call Officers 

Before closing the hearings for the day 
Mr. Vinson announced that Representa- 
tive Ditter had asked that the committee 
summon the following officers : Lt. Comdr. 
J. EK. Dyer, Lt. W. C. Allison, Lt. E. FE. 
Dupuy, Lt. D. N. Logan, and Lt. W. J. 
Slattery, to appear as witnesses. The 
committee voted to hear them and Ad- 


miral Andrews was instructed to have 
them in Washington on the following 
day. 

Col. A. T. Marix, USMC-Ret, Presi- 


dent, Retired Officers’ Association, was 
called next and urged that the committee 
replace the retired list with a “permanent 
waiting orders list,” holding that retired 
officers are at a decided disadvantage 
when they are forced to tell a prospec- 
tive employer that they have been re- 
tired from the Navy. 

Representative Vinson objected that 
such a list would tend to keep an em- 
ployer from hiring an officer who, ap- 
parently, might be recalled at any time. 
Hle also denied that forced retirement 
places a stigma on an officer, 

Col. Marix countered that he had been 
closely connected with the matter for 
nine years and that it had been his ex- 
perience that only about 15 per cent of 
officers retired are able to obtain em- 
ployment, other than selling on commis- 
sion. 

Colonel Marix’s Statement 

The text of Colonel Marix’s statement 
follows: 

I have prepared a short analysis of my ideas 
in connection with H, R. 9315 as modified and 
H. R. 9997. In my opening remarks I desire 
to emphatically state that it is my desire to 
support to the fullest extent, any legislation 
which the Navy Department considers de- 
sirable for its smooth working, betterment 
und National Defense. 

I would appreciate very much to be allowed 
to complete the reading of this analysis prior 
to answering any questions, pertaining to my 
remarks, by the committee. I request that my 
remarks or ideas be considered as my per- 
sonal opinions, 

The idea that T propose to suggest is not a 
new one, except insofar as it pertains to the 
Navy. The same law as I am going to offer 
for your consideration was enacted by Con- 
gress some years ago and has been in use by 
the United States Public Health Service for a 
number of years, 

When one stops to consider that the retired 
list of today is composed of over 6700 com- 
missioned and warrant officers of the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps and Coast Guard and 
then takes into consideration that if this bill 
is not enacted into legislation promptly there 
will be added to this list of 6700 retired offi- 
cers—from the Navy alone—1600 more retire- 
ments during the next four years, it is worthy 
of the gravest consideration and thought. We 
who are on the retired list and those who are 
on the active list will, in time and if they live, 
be placed on that list have every reason to 
feel anxious at its rapidly increasing growth. 

Now the question arises what can this com- 
mittee recommend and what will congress do 
looking toward the keeping down of the re- 
tired list. 

I should like to offer the following idea 
which is in exact keeping with that followed 
by the United States Public Health Service, 
and which has no retired list namely A 
PERMANENT WAITING ORDERS LIST 
Place upon such list all officers who are, or 
have been, involuntarily separated from the 
Naval Service and kept there until they reach 
the age of 64, the statutory age for retirement. 
Also place upon such a list (retired list) those 
officers who have become physically unable to 
be of service to the Navy. All officers placed 
upon a permanent waiting orders list to re- 
ceive exactly the same pay as they would re- 
ceive if placed, as at present, on the retired 
list. This would not cost the government one 
cent more if placed upon a permanent waiting 
orders list than if they were on a retired list. 

It is a well known and rather well estab- 
lished fact that when an officer, who has been 
involuntarily retired he is ear-marked, or 
tagged as not considered as of value to the 
Naval Service. Consider if you will such an 
officer applying for employment with any 
business man or corporation. Is it beyond 
reason to presume that such prospective em- 
ployer will at once doubt the advisability of 
having such an applicant associated with him, 
or his corporation. Would you yourselves not 
entertain such a feeling? Such an officer 
would have untold difficulty in securing em- 
ployment in civil life, employment which 
would enable him to augment his megre in- 





come for the support of himself and his 
family. 

During the hearings a member of the com- 
mittee asked the question, in substance, as 
follows: “Is a large percentage of officers who 
are retired absorbed in business?” and the 
reply was in the affirmative. In controverting 
such reply may I state that I have had not 
only ten or twenty or fifty but over a hundred 
officers either ask me in person or communi- 
cate with me in writing a request that I help 
them to find some kind of employment even 
if it were a P. W. A. job. I can state, rather 
authoratively, that not to exceed ten to pos- 
sibly fifteen per cent of retired officers can 
secure employment other than endeavoring to 
sell, on commission, real estate, insurance, 
automobiles or possibly vacuum cleaners. 

If you will establish a permanent waiting 
orders list for such officers as I have men- 
tioned you will help to remove the stigma 
which attaches to him, you will untie this tag 
which has been attached to him and in doing 
so you will make it much easier for him to 
secure some employment worthy of a man of 
his education, 

Now in what way would it be beneficial to 
the government? I will try to explain. 

Under existing law no officer who has been 
retired can be ordered to duty—except in time 
of war or National emergency—without his 
consent. But were he on a permanent waiting 
orders list the government could, if it were 
deemed expedient to do so and such a con- 
tingency may arise at any time and especially 
as we go ahead with the contemplated and 
hoped for increase in the size of our Navy. 

I have studied this proposal for months and 
months, I have talked this over with a vast 
number of officers, on both the active and 
retired lists, and I have yet to find one single 
discordant element among the hundred or 
more officers with whom I have talked this 
over, 

And now in conclusion may I again invite 
the attention of the members of this commit- 
tee that the United States Public Health Ser- 
vice has no retired list but it does maintain 
a permanent waiting orders list. By the adop- 
tion of such a list great benefits could be ob- 
tained for the government, and the individual 
without any additional cost to the Govern- 
ment itself. 





Naval Itineraries 


The Navy Department announced this 
week the itineraries of the Gunboat 
Charleston, and the shakedown cruises of 
the light cruiser Savannah and the de- 
stroyer Warrington. 

The Charleston, Comdr. C. F. Bryant 
commanding, which has been undergoing 
overhaul at the Charleston Navy Yard, 
will depart the latter part of this month 
on a good-will cruise and will visit the 
following ports while enroute to the Canal 
Zone, where it will rejoin the Special 
Service Squadron: 


Arrive Port Depart 
April 25 Puerto Cabezas, Nicaragua April 29 
April30 La Ceiba, Honduras May 4 
May 4 Puerto Barrios, Guatemala May 10 
May 10 Belize, British Honduras May 14 
May 29 Brownsville, Texas June 4 
June 6 Galveston, Texas June 10 
June 18° Havana, Cuba June 20 
June 20 Key West, Florida June 24 
June 25 Nassau, Bahamas June 30 
July 4 Canal Zone 


The Savannah, Capt. Robert C. Giffen, 
commanding, will sail from Hampton 
Roads, Va., April 22, and will visit Savan- 
nah, Ga., Guantanamo and Havana, and 


Annapolis. The Savannah’s itinerary 
will be: 
Arrive Port Depart 


April 22 
April 30 


Hampton Roads, Virginia 


April 25 Savannah, Georgia 


May 2 Guantanamo-Gonaives May 18 
May 20 Havana, Cuba May 24 
May 27 Annapolis, Maryland June 3 
June 9 Philadelphia 


The Savannah, of 10,000 tons standard 
displacement was placed in commission 
March 10, 1988 at the Philadelphia Navy 
Yard. 

The Warrington, Comdr. Leighton 
Wood commanding, departed from the 
New York Navy Yard on April 8, and is 
now at the Naval Operating Base, Nor- 
folk. The rest of her itinerary is as fol- 
lows: 


Arrive Port Depart 

N. O. B., Norfolk April 12 
April16 Guantanamo April 20 
April 22 Cartagena, Colombia ‘April 26 
April 28 Willemstad, Curacao May 4 
May 6 Port Castries, St. Lucia May 10 
May 13 Guantanamo May 14 
May 18 Philadelphia May 2 
May 24 New York 


The Warrington, of 1,850 tons standard 
displacement was commissioned Feb. 19, 
at the New York Navy Yard. 





Maj. Gen. Thomas C. Holeomb, Major 
General Commandant of the Marine 
Corps, appeared before the House Naval 
Affairs Committee, April 7 to present the 
views of the Marine Corps on the com- 
promise selection bill, HR 9997 (the text 
of which was published in the March 26 
issue of the JouRNAL on page 649). The 
text of his statement follows: 


1. The Marine Corps is a part of the Naval 
Service and, since the passage of the Act of 
May 29, 1934, its commissioned officers have 
been distributed in grades, promoted, retired 
and discharged under the laws governing dis- 
tribution, promotion, retirement and dis- 
charge of commissioned officers of the line 
of the Navy. In view of its close relationship 
to the Navy, this is considered not only sound 
and logical, but essential to the continued 
efficiency of the Marine Corps. I am strongly 
of the opinion that any change made in the 
basic Navy line promotion laws relating to 
commissioned officers should also apply to the 
commissioned officers of the Marine Corps, 
and that only such modifications should be 
made in such laws as are necessary to adapt 
them to the special conditions existing in the 
Marine Corps. 

2. A study of the actual needs for commis- 
sioned officers indicates that the authorized 
number of commissioned officers of the Ma- 
rine Corps should be at least in the same 
proportion to the enlisted strength of the Ma 
rine Corps as is provided for the line of the 
Navy. An increase of the present authorized 
percentage of officers would be necessary be- 
fore the provision contained in section 3 (c) of 
this bill, relative to “additional number” offi- 
cers becoming regular numbers, could operate 
successfully in the Marine Corps. There are 
111 captains and first lieutenants who are 
additional numbers in grade by reason of the 
operation of section 3 of the Act of March 3, 
1931, as amended. The changing of these 111 
additional numbers to regular numbers would 
operate successfully in the Marine Corps pro- 
vided the percentage of officers to enlisted 
men is increased to 6 per cent, the percentage 
specified in section 2 of this bill. It would not 
operate successfully under the present allow- 
ance, which is 1003 regular numbers, due to 
the fact that it would prevent the appointment 
of new second lieutenants until the 111 addi- 
tional numbers had been absorbed. 

3. The present authorized commissioned 
strength of 4 per cent of enlisted strength was 
established almost twenty-two years ago by 
the act of Aug. 29, 1916. It has remained un- 
changed despite greatly increased and ex- 
panded activities and consequently greater 
needs for commissioned officers. This per- 
centage was enacted into law before the great 
increase in aviation activities, the establish- 
ment of the Marine Corps schools system for 
the instruction of commissioned officers, the 
increased number of naval activities ashore, 
the greater number of naval vessels to which 
Marine detachments are assigned and the es- 
tablishment of the Fleet Marine Force. All 
these new and increased activities have re- 
sulted in a serious shortage of Marine officers. 
The present actual strength of 1,181, which 
includes 111 additional number captains and 
first lieutenants, is insufficient. The Marine 
Corps is, at this time badly in need of some 
230 additional officers for service in navy 
yards, receiving ships, naval prisons, naval 
ordnance depots, naval air stations, schools, 
aviation, and the Fleet Marine Force. If this 
need of 1,411 officers is placed in a ratio to the 
actual number of enlisted men it is approxi- 
mately 8 per cent. If the present number of 
1,181 officers is placed in a ratio to the actual 
number of enlisted men it is approximately 
6.6 per cent. These are average percentages 
for the entire Corps. Certain specialized ac- 
tivities require a much higher percentage. 
Aviation, for instance requires 14 per cent of 
officers in proportion to enlisted men and that 
is an activity that was not contemplated in 
anything like its present extent when the 
ratio of 4 per cent was established in 1916. 
Between two and three hundred officers are 
constantly in’ attendance, either as students 
under instruction, or on the staff of the Ma- 
rine Corps Schools and various other Army 
and Navy schools, as compared with not more 
than one-tenth that number in 1916. Also 
higher percentages of officers are required in 
the special units, such as anti-aircraft, engi- 
neering, communications, tanks, chemical 
warfare, etc. To maintain the required offi- 
cer personnel for these activities reduces the 
officers available for other necessary assign- 
ments far below the number required for effi- 
cient administration and training. The Fleet 
Marine Force, as a component of the Fleet, 
must be maintained in a state of constant 
readiness similar to that of other components 
of the Fleet in order to be immediately avail- 


able when needed by the Commander-in- 
Chief. 

4. In view of the above it appears entirely 
reasonable to assert that the authorized 


strength of commissioned officers for the Ma- 
rine Corps should be increased to 6 per cent 
of the authorized strength of enlisted men, 


the same percentage as specified in section 2 











Marine Commandant’s Statement on Selection 


of this bill for the line of the Navy, 1, 
would give the Marine Corps an authorization 
of 1,640 commissioned officers under the pres 
ent authorized enlisted strength of 27,400, ay 
would constitute an authorized increase » 
547 officers. From this figure should be & 
ducted the present 111 additional numbe 
captains and first lieutenants who under ge 
tion 3 (c) of H. R. 9997 are to become regniy 
numbers. This leaves a net increase of 4% 
As previously stated the Marine Corps , 
badly in need of some 230 additional office, 
for service in aviation, the Fleet Marine Forge 
and naval activities ashore and afloat, Thj 
would leave only 206 officers authorized t 
meet the additional obligations that will d& 
volve upon the Marine Corps as a result of th 
establishment of the Treaty Navy. Estimate 
establish that the Fleet Marine Force requirg 
580 officers to bring it up to the requiremeny 
for a VINSON-TRAMMELL Navy. To date} 
has a strength of 280 commissioned offices 
with approximately 22% of its enlisty 
strength. This constitutes a shortage of w 
commissioned officers for a VINSON-TRAY 
MELL Navy. This 300, together with th 
present shortage of 230, indicates a need of 
530 additional officers. Inasmuch as 6 per cent 
would only authorize 436 additional officers 
we would still be 94 short. 

5. This increase of authorized officer 
strength is of course not immediately appli 
cable in the sense that today we have 118 
officers, including additional numbers, an 
tomorrow 1,640. It would constitute only » 
authorization, and it is not the intention t 
ask for this number of officers immediately 
but to request proportionate increases from 
year to year as additional appropriations ar 
obtained for enlisted men. Present plans con 
template an increase of 60 officers per year 
after the fiscal year 1939, and consequently 
we would not reach the figure 1,640 until 1M 

6. Under section 12 (a) of H. R. 9997 all 
officers now on the active list who have bee 
passed over one or more times would ber 
garded as having failed of selection only once 
The officers on the active list in the variouw 
grades of the Marine Corps who have failed 
of selection one or more times and the num 
ber to retire June 30, 1938, are as follows: 


Failed of Selection 


BEE cataageenenseseteccedncessssnnn 6 
Lieutenant Colonels ...........600ceeeeee 5 
DE coenqaddesedeeeeensdeesiedcneee i) 
Captains » canal 
Wee TAOWOMORES 66k cc cccvccccecccecessnn 


To Retire June 30, 1938 
Lieutenant Colonel ............seeeeeeees 
DE ccdsceisseaneeeannest00endiee Nl 
Captains 
First Lieutenants 


All these officers would be eligible for selec: 
tion as “best fitted” and “adjudged fitted 
If they again fail of selection in either clas! 
fication they would be retired. 

7. Under section 14 of H. R. 9997 the proba 
tionary period for officers commissioned after 
the date of the act is extended to 7 years. A 
great majority of the officers commissioned it 
the Marine Corps are commissioned from 
sources other than the Naval Academy with 
out taking an entrance examination due to the 
fact that they are graduates of aceredited 
colleges. These second lieutenants are ar 
ranged on a lineal list alphabetically Up" 
initial commission. They are rearranged # 
cording to their standing on their probatio? 
ary examination after the present 2 year pr 
bationary period. To apply this provision '@ 
the Marine Corps, it is necessary t one 
some provision concerning the rearranging ° 
the rank of these officers prior to the comple 
tion of the seven year probationary = 
due to the fact that after six years they wel 4 
be eligible for selection to the rank of capital 
The simplest way to accomplish this — 
to provide that the rank of officers a® 
Marine Corps of the same date of commisiee 
commissioned from sources other than - 
the Naval Academy, shall be determ= 
among themselves when they take their pre 
fessional examination for promotion from 
ond lieutenant to first lieutenant by hoards @ 
officers under such rules as may be age 
by the Secretary of the Navy. This 18 accom 
plished by sub-section 15 (a). 

8. Sub-section 15 (b) amends section 
the basic act of May 29, 1934 by inserting 
words “authorized in number in the camer 
portion to the authorized enlisted strent 4 
This gives the Marine Corps the same P 
centum of officers as the line of the Navy ne 
I have previously explained the necessity 
desirability for this amendment. 

9. Sub-section 15 (c) pertains to 0 
selected as heads of staff ware 
self-explanatory, inasmuch as it ame 
present law to conform to the phraseolo 
used in sub-section 11 (b) of H. B. ment 
places colonels recommended for appoin eam? 
as heads of staff departments in the a 
status as other colonels recommended for P 

(Continued on Next Page) 
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Marine Commandant’s Views 
(Continued from Preceding Page) 
motion to brigadier general of the line. 

19, Admiral Andrews has so adequately ex- 
plained sub-section 15 (d) that no additional 
comment from me appears necessary. 

11, Sub-section 15 (e) provides for the elimi- 
tion of general officers in order to insure 

jar promotion to those grades. I am 
grongly of the opinion that any system of 
dimination of general officers should follow 
the basic principle adopted for the elimina- 
tion of flag officers of the line of the Navy. 
This sub-section, although intended to accom- 
plish the same purpose, differs in principle 
from section 13 of this bill. Consequently, I 
drongly recommend that it be rewritten to 
enform to the principles of section 13, and 
that if the latter section is not changed by the 

Committee, sub-section 15 (e) be reworded as 
follows : 

(e) Should it be found at the end of any 
fcal year that the average number of vacan- 
des in the grade of general officer of the line 
ofthe Marine Corps for the fiscal years subse- 
quent to the passage of this Act has been less 
than two, the Secretary of the Navy shall 
direct the board provided for in section 13 of 
this Act to recommend for retirement a suffi- 
dent number of general officers of the line 
to cause the aforesaid average number of 
weancies, the approval by the President of 
the recommendations and the retirement of 
the general officers to be effected under the 
ame conditions as provided for in that see- 
tion for rear admirals of the Navy. 

This would provide for the maintenance of 
am average of 2 vacancies annually in the 
grade of general officer, thereby permitting 
the advancement of 2 colonels per year to that 
gnde and insuring a regular flow of promo- 
tion, During the last 11 years there have been 
only 11 vacaucies in the general officers grade. 
Astudy of the present list discloses that the 
operation of this sub-section would only 
diminate 5 general officers up to 1945 a period 
of7 years in order to maintain the annual 
aerage of 2. This represents the maximum 
diminations during this 7 year period. 

12. Section 9 (b) of H. R. 9997, in substance, 
eacludes officers of the grades of Captain and 
Lieutenant (jg) from being adjudged fitted 
for promotion, and requires them to be 
selected as best fitted. In the Marine Corps 
brigadier generals are selected by a selection 
bord for the rank of major general and un- 
les provision were made otherwise they 
would be eligible for promotion to major gen- 
eal if adjudged fitted. Such a situation is 
considered undesirable especially in view of 
the fact that colonels may only be selected 
as best fitted under the provisions of section 9 
(). The continuance on the active list of 
any officer who has twice failed of selection 
as best fitted is contrary to the basic princi- 
ples of the proposed bill. I, therefore, recom- 
mend that the following be added as sub- 
wection 15 (f) : 

(f) The provisions of this Act relating to 
lection boards designating officers whom 
they adjudge fitted for promotion shall not 
“ply to brigadier generals of the Marine 
Corps and when such officers twice fail of 
tection as best fitted, as defined in section 
4 (a) of this Act, they shall be placed on the 
wtired list on June 30 of the fiscal year in 
Which they fail of selection as best fitted the 
weond time, with retired pay at the rate of 
“ per centum of their active-duty pay. 

3. In the Marine Corps there are only 10 
eeneral officers of the line exclusive of the 
Major General Commandant. Section 7 of the 
“tof May 29, 1934, provides that selection 
boards shall consist of not less than 6 officers 
™ the active list of the Marine Corps. Con- 
‘quently, it has been necessary to use at least 
*Reneral officers each year who have served 
the board the preceding year. In order to 
‘ary out the provisions of section 5 (c) it 
= be necessary to use line officers of the 
pd to procure a membership of officers who 
— serve on the preceding board. I, there- 

™, Tecommend that the following be added 

“ sb-section 15 (gz): 

a Whenever there are insufficient general 
for he available to comprise a selection board 
te ¢ recommendation of officers for promo- 
Clonal the grades of brigadier general and 
pon. Seprommane Placing thereon general offi- 
tg Who served as members of the same cor- 
theeneine board the preceding year, except 
ine aanting General Fleet Marine Force, 
dinis cers of the Navy of the grade of rear 

Tal of the line may be substituted for 
Reneral officers of the Marine Corps in order 


ti . 
atta ne ith the provisions of section 5 (c) 





Offered Finnish Award 
The Navy Department has asked Con- 
Robe to enact legislation to permit Lt. 
on M. Morris, USN, to accept the 
Dine of Knight II, Class of the White 
the tote itland tendered him because of 
othe F 4nce he rendered to the officers 
innish naval training ship Suomen 
when it visited New York last 








Army Orders 
(Continued from Page 697) 


Maj. Levie W. Foy (Inf.), from Ft. Bliss, 
Tex., to duty as student, QM School, Phila., 
Pa., sail 8S. F., Aug. 16. 

Maj. Walter A. Pashley, from Ft, Leaven- 
worth, to staff and faculty, QM School, Phila., 
Pa. 

Following officers from station indicated, to 
duty as student at QM School, Phila., Pa., 
Sept. 9, sail 8. F., Aug. 16. 

Capt. James B. Clearwater (FA), Ft. Bliss, 
Tex. 

Capt. William J. Deyo, jr., (Inf.), Ft. Hua- 
chuca, Ariz. 

Capt. Milton E. Wilson, from Wash., D. €., 
to duty as student C. and G. 8S. School, Ft. 
Leavenworth. 

Following officers from duty as student 
Army Industrial College, Wash., D. C., to sta- 
tion indicated: 

Capt. William E. Smith, to temp. 
Governors Island, N. Y., thence to 
Canal Dept., sail N. Y., Sept. 1. 

Capt. Thomas R. Howard, to 
Fid., Tex., as asst. QM. 

Capt. Robert H. Wylie, to temp. duty office 
of the QMG, D. C., thence to temp. duty as 
asst. to supt., Army Transport Service, N. 
Y. port of Embarkation, June 30, thence to 
duty as asst, to the supt., Army Transport 
Service, 8. F. Port of Embarkation, Ft. Mason, 
Calif., sail N. Y., Aug. 25. 

Capt. Thomas E. Mahoney, from Army In- 
dustrial College, to duty Office of the QMG, 
Wash., D. Cc. 

Capt. Wallace M. Allison, from QM School, 
Phila., Pa., to duty as asst. to QM, Ft, Leaven- 
worth. 

Following officers from station indicated, 
to duty as student, QM School, Phila., Pa., 
Sept. 9: 

Capt. Charles Richardson Smith (Inf.), from 
Philippine Dept. 

Capt. James B. Clearwater (FA), from Ft. 
Bliss, Tex., sail S. F., Aug. 16. 

Capt. William J. Deyo, jr. (Inf.), from Ft. 
Huachuca, Ariz., sail 8, F., Aug. 16. 

Ist Lt. Jack G. Pitcher (Inf.), from March 
Fid., Calif., to duty as student, QM School, 
Phila., Pa., sail 8. F., Aug. 16. 

Ist Lt. Everett C. Hayden, from Puerto 
Rico, June 27, to QM School, Phila., Pa., as 
student, via C. Z. 


duty, 
Panama 


Randolph 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT 
MAJ. GEN. CHARLES R. REYNOLDS, SG 

Lt. Col. William G. MeKay, from Ft. Snell- 
ing, Minn., June 1, to Ft. Ringgold, Tex. 

Lt. Col. Leonard W. Hassett, from Ft. Ethan 
Allen, Vt., to Philippine Dept., sail N. Y., 
Sept. 9. 

Lt. Col. William J. Miche, from Ft. Leaven- 
worth, Kans., to Hdq. 5th CA, Ft. Hayes, Ohio. 

Lt. Col. John Dibble, from Ft. Leaven- 
worth, Kans., to Hq., 6th CA, Chicago, Ill. 

Lt. Col. Howard T. Wickert, from Army 
War College, D. C., to office of SG, Wash., D. 
of 

Lt. Col. Victor N. Meddis from Army Medi- 
cal Center, D. C., Tune 14, to temp. duty Sec- 
ond CA, N. Y., thence to Ft. Lewis, Wash., 
sail N. Y, Aug. 25. 

Lt. Col, Elias E. Cooley, from Wash., D. C., 
to temp. duty Governors Island, N. Y., thence 
to Letterman General Hospital, 8. F., sail 
N. Y. Aug. 25. 

Lt. Col. Herbert W. Taylor from Hawalian 
Dept., to C. and G. 8. School, Ft, Leaven- 
worth, as instructor, Aug. 1. 

Lt. Col. Charles B. Spruit from Ft. Leaven- 
worth, June 25, to Office of SG, Wash., D. C. 

Maj. William Rh. L. Reinhardt, from Philip 
pine Dept., to Ft. Jay, N. Y. 

Maj. William E. Shambora, from Army War 
College, D. C., to temp. duty July 6-Aug. 3 as 
student, Chem. Warfare School, Edgewood 
Arsenal, Md., thence to Carlisle Bks., Pa. 

Maj. Harry R. Melton, from Genl. Dispen- 
sary, N. Y. C., May 1, to NG duty, Henderson, 
es 

Following officers from Army 
College, D. C., to station indicated: 

Maj. Martin E. Griffin, to Office SG, Wash., 
a 


Industrial 


Maj. Reuel FE. Hewitt, to Army Medical 
Center, Wash., D. C. 
Capt. Thomas N. Page, from Ft. Leaven- 


worth, Kans., to Ft. Sam Houston, Tex. 

Capt. Floyd L. Wergeland, from Ft, Ben- 
ning, Ga., to Carlisle Bks., Pa. 

Capt. Allen B. Ransay, from Army Medical 
Center, D. C., to Hawaiian Dept., sail N. Y., 
Aug. 25. 

Capt. Francis E. Council, from Baltimore, 
Md., to Philippine Dept., sail N. Y., Sept. 9. 

Capt. Robert J. Wilson, from Panama Canal 
Dept., to N. ¥. General Depot, Brooklyn, N. 


‘Capt. Alfred A, de Lerimier, from Panama 
Canal Dept., to Army Medical Center, Wash., 
a ¢, 

ist Lt. Ralph W. Lewis, from Ft. Du Pont, 
Dela., to Panama Canal Dept., sail N. Y., July 
28. 

Dental Corps 

Lt. Col. John N. White, from Panama Canal 
Dept., to Ft. Thomas, Ky. 

Lt. Col. Thomas L. Spoon, from Baltimore, 
Md., to Panama Canal Dept., sail N. Y., Aug. 
° 


25. 





Lt. Col. Walter A. Rose, from Ft. Benning, 
Ga., June 1, to Army Medical Center, Wash., 
D. C. 


Veterinary Corps 

Lt. Col. Clifford C. Whitney, from Panama 
Canal Dept., to Ft. Bragg, N. C. 
Army Nurse Corps 


Ist Lt. Lyda Rodgers, retirement orders 
revoked. 
2nd Lt. Elinor Shirley, from Letterman 


Gen. Hospital, 8. F., April 13, to home to 
await retirement, 


FINANCE DEPARTMENT 

MAJ. GEN. FREDERICK W. BOSCHEN, C. 

of F. F 

Following officers from Army Industrial 
College, Wash., D. C., to station indicated: 

Maj. William H. Kasten, to duty as pro- 
perty auditor, Ft. Sam Houston, Tex. 

Maj. Bickford EB. Sawyer, to duty as pro- 
perty auditor, Wash., D. C. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
MAJ. GEN. JULIAN L. SCHLEY, C. of EB. 

Col, Earl I. Brown from Richmond, Va., 
June 4, to home and await retirement, 

Ist Lt. James BE. Walsh from Ft. Belvoir, 
Va., to Ist Engr., Ft. DuPont, Dela, 

Following officers from duty as student 
Army War College, Ft. Humphries, D. C., to 
station indicated: 

Lt. Col. Thomas B. Larkin, to duty as stu- 
dent at Naval War College, Newport, R. L, 
June 30. 

Lt. Col. Dwight F. Johns, to duty as an in- 
structor, C. and G. 8. School, Ft. Leaven- 
worth, 

Lt. Col. Lunsford E, Oliver, to duty as an 
instructor, C, and G, 8S, School, Ft. Leaven- 
worth, 

Maj. Cecil R. Moore, to Kansas City, Mo. as 
asst. dist. engr. 

Maj. Kenneth M. Moore, from Army Indus- 
trial College, D, C., to temp. duty, Governors 
Island, N. Y., thence to duty as Regular Army 
executive officer, 8S. F. Engr. Procurement 
Dist., 4%. F., Calif., and to additional duty as 
asst. dist. engr., 8S. F., Calif., sail N. Y., July 
16. 

Capt. Joseph 8. Gorlinski, from Army War 
College, D. C., to Sth Engr., Ft. Belvoir, Va. 

Following officers from Army Industrial 
College, Wash., D. C., to station indicated: 

Capt. Reginald Whitaker, to duty as Regu- 
lar Army executive officer, Chicago Engr. Pro 
curement Dist., Chicago, and to additional 
duty as asst. dist. engr. Chicago, 

Capt. Hubert 8. Miller, to duty as Regular 
Army executive officer, Phila. Engr. Procure- 
ment Dist., Phila., and to additional duty as 
asst. dist. engr., Phila, 

2nd Lt. Noel H. Ellis, from Randolph Fid., 
Tex., to temp. duty as asst. to dist. engr., 
Boston, Mass,, thence to duty as student, 
Mass. Institute of Tech., Sept. 24. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 
MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM H,. TSCHAPPAT, C. 

of O. 

Following officers from Army Industrial 
College, D. C., to station indicated: 

Lt. Col, Archie 8, Buyers, to additional duty 
office of C. of O., thence to Picatinny Arsenal, 
Dover, N. J., Aug. 19. 

Lt. Col, Carl A. Waldmann, to Rock Island 
Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill, 

Lt. Col, Gladeon M. Barnes, from Army War 
College, D. C., to office of C. of Ord., Wash., 
Dc, 

Maj. Robert W. Daniels, from Frankfort 
Arsenal, Pa., to Ft. Bliss, Tex., sail N. Y., 
Aug. 25. 

Maj. Clyde H. Morgan, from Army War Col- 
lege, D. C., to duty as Executive asst., Pitts- 
burgh Ordnance Dist,, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Maj. John Huling, jr., from Army Indus- 
trial College, DD. C., to Rock Island Arsenal, 
Rock Island, Ill, 

Following officers from Army 
College, D. C., to station indicated: 

Capt. Albert 8S, Rice, Aug. 15, to Office of 
c, of Ord., D.C. 

Capt, David J. Crawford, to Aberdeen Prov- 
ing Ground, Md, 

Capt. Gerson K. Heiss, to office of the Asst. 
Sect. of War, Wash., D. C. 

Capt. William J. D'Espinosa, to office of C. 
of Ord., Wash., D. C. 

Capt. Lawrence €. Leonard, 
USMA, West Point, N. Y. 

Capt. Gervais W. Trichel (CAC), prior 
orders amended, from Berkeley, Calif., to 
Frankford Arsenal, Phila., sail 8S. F., June 18, 
sail C. Z., July 6. 

Ist Lt. James O. Baker (CAC), prior orders 
amended to assign him to duty at Aberdeen 
Proving Ground, Md. 

Ist Lt. James F. Miller, jr., (Inf.), from 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md., Aug. 15, to 
Springfield Armory, Mass. 


Industrial 


July 1, to 


SIGNAL CORPS 

MAJ. GEN, JOSEPH O. MAUBORGNE, CSO 

Lt. Col. Otis K. Sadtler, from Ft. Sam 
Houston, Tex., to Third C, A., Baltimore, Md., 
Aug. 15. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Lt. Col. John H. Hinemon, jr., to Hdq. 5th 
CA, Ft. Hayes, Ohio. 

Lt. Col. Roger B. Colton, to duty as director 
of the Signal Corps laboratories, Ft. Mon- 





mouth, N. J. 

Lt. Gol. Charles N. Sawyer, from Army In- 
dustrial College, Wash., D. C., to signal sec- 
tion, N. Y. Gen. Depot, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Maj. Tom C. Rives, from duty Army Indus- 
trial College, D. C., to office, Ch. Sig. Off., D. 
Cc 


Maj. Calvert H. Arnold, from Army War 
College, D, C., to Panama Canal Dept., sal) 
N. Y., July 28. 

Capt. Herbert G. 
Fid., Ala., to Panama 
Charleston, 8. C., June 2. 

Capt. Arthur C, Boll, from St, Paul, Minn., 
Sept. 1, to Ft, Riley, Kans, 

ist Lt. Charles F. Fell, from Columbus, 
Ohio, to temp. duty 4th Sig. Co., Ft. Des 
Moines, Iowa, thence to Panama Canal Dept., 
sail N. Y., Nov, 1. 


from Maxwell 
Dept., sail 


Messer, 
Canal 


CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE 
MAJ. GEN. WALTER BAKER, C. of CWS 
Lt. Col. Willlam N, Porter, from duty as 
student at Army War College, to temp. duty 


Edgewood Arsenal, Md., thence to Pres. of 
8S. F., sail N, Y., Aug. 25. 
Following officers from Army Industrial 


College, to office Chief of Chem, Warfare Ser- 
vice, D. €.: Capt. Norman D. Gillet, Capt. 
Ralph H. Tate. 


CAVALRY 

MAJ. GEN, JOHN K, HERR, C, of CAY. 

Col. Jerome G, Pillow, from Phila., Pa,, to 
home to await retirement, 

Lt. Col. Calvin DeWitt, jr., from Army War 
College, to First Cav, Div,, Ft. Bliss, Tex. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
to station indicated: Lt, Col, Duncan G, 
Richart, to Nat. Guard, Des Moines, Iowa; 
Lt. Col, Arthur P. Thayer, to instructor C, and 
G. 8. School, Ft. Leavenworth; Lt, Col, John 
I. Thompson, to C. and G. 8, School, as in- 
structor. 

Maj. John O. Lawrence, from Ft, Leaven- 
worth, Kans., to 3rd Cav., Ft. Ethan Allen, 
vt. 

Maj. Melvin 8S. Williamson, from Ft, Ogie- 
thorpe, Ga., Aug. 1, to Boys High School, 
Decatur, Ga, 

Maj. Harold BE. Eastwood, from ©, and G, 
S. School, Ft. Leavenworth, to 2nd Cav., Ft, 
Riley, Kans. 

Maj. James C, Short, from Army War Col- 
lege, to First Cav, Div., Ft, Clark, Tex, 

Maj. William K. Harrison, jr., from Army 
War College, to 6th Cav., Ft, Oglethorpe, Ga, 

Maj. Willard 8. Wadelton, from Army In- 
dustrial College, to duty as Cay. liaison offi- 
cer, Edgewood Arsenal, Md. 

Maj. Joseph L. Philips, from Army Indus- 
trial College, to O. R. duty, Wash., D. C. 

Maj. Donald R. Dunkle, from Ft. Bliss, Tex., 
July 15, to Nat. Guard, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Maj. Russell C, Winchester, from Ft. Riley, 
Kans., Aug. 1, to Univ. of Arizona, Tucson, 

Capt. Charles 8, Miller, from Army War 
College, to temp. duty Governors Island, N. 
Y., thence to Ist Cav. Div., Ft. Bliss, Tex., 
sail N. Y., Aug. 25. 

Capt. James K, Mitchell, from Ft. Knox, 
Ky., July 15, to 3rd Cav., Ft. Ethan Allen, 
Vt. 

ist Lt. Carroll H. Prunty, from Ft, Knox, 
Ky., June 1, to duty as asst, to the command- 
ing officer, Reno QM Depot, Okla. 

®nd Lt. Richard M. Bauer, from Ft. Myer, 
Va., to detail in Sig. Corps, Ft. Monmouth, 
N. J., June 20, 


FIELD ARTILLERY 
MAJ. GEN. ROBERT M. DANFORD, C, of FA 

Lt. Col. John H. Wallace, from Army War 
College, to GSC, Philippine Dept., sail N. ¥. 
Sept. 0. 

Lt. Col. Leon R. Cole, from Baltimore, Md., 
to obs. and treat., Army and Navy General 
Hospital, Ark. 

Lt. Col. Hamilton BE. MeGuire, from duty as 
student Army War College, D, C., to duty 
as a member of GSC, War Dept., D. C. 

Maj. William P. Bledsoe, from Army War 
College, D. C., to duty as instructor Cc. and 
G. S. School, Ft. Leavenworth. 

Maj. William (©. Dunckel, from Army War 
College, to Naval War College, June 30. 

Capt. John B, Horton from Lexington, Va., 
to C. and G. 8. School, Ft. Leavenworth, as 
student, Sept. 13. 

Capt. William J. Epes from Oakland, Callt., 
to 19th FA, Ft. Benjamin Harrison, Ind., sail 
8S. F., July 30. 

Capt. Henry L. Love from Ft. Francis BH. 
Warren, Wyo., Aug. 1, to Public High Schools, 
Oakland, Calif. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Maj. A. Franklin Kibler, to temp. duty as 
student, Chem. Warfare School, June 30, 
thence to 2nd Div., Ft. Bragg, N. C. 

Maj. LeCount H. Slocum, to Leland Stan- 
ford jr., Univ., 8. F., sail N. Y., Aug. 25. 

Maj. Edward 8. Ott, to Sird FA, Ft. Ben- 
ning, Ga. 

Maj. Theodore L, Futch, to temp, duty 
Jovernors Island, N. Y., thence to Hawalian 
Dept., sail N. Y., Aug. 25. 

Maj. Preston T. Vance, to staff and faculty, 
F. A. School, Ft. Sill, Okla. 

Following officers from Army 
College, D. C., to station indicated: 

Maj. Charles 8. Ferrin, to temp. duty as stu- 

(Please turn to Page 711) 
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Personals ; 

ist Lt. Charles Henry Bramlitt, MC, 
USA, and Mrs. Bramlitt of Ft. McPher- 
son, Ga., announce the birth of a daugh- 
ter, Marianna Handy Bramlitt, on March 
13, at the Emory University Hospital, At- 
lanta, Ga. The baby’s maternal grand- 
mother is Mrs. Robert Rathborne Handy, 
of Washington, N. C., and her pat«:nal 
grandfather is Capt. Robert M. Bramiitt, 
USA-Ret., of St. Petersburg, Fla. The 
baby’s mother is the former Miss Isabel 
Handy of Washington, N. C, 

Col. and Mrs. Edgar H. Thompson, 
CAC, USA, of Ft. Stevens, Oregon, en- 
tertained fifty of their friends at supper, 
March 27, to meet their son 2nd Lt. Edgar 
H. Thompson, jr., CAC, USA, who was 
enroute from Ft. Monroe, Va. to duty in 
Hawaii. 

——_()-——— 

Brig. Gen. and Mrs. Ernest D. Peek, 
USA, Ft. Francis E. Warren, Wyo., are in 
Los Angeles, Calif., where they will visit 
for a month. 

> ——0o-— 

Mrs. Henry W. Robinson, wife of Maj. 
Robinson, Inf., USA, Ft. Francis E. War- 
ren, Wyo., and Miss Barbara Robinson 
are the guests of Lt. and Mrs. O’Demelle 


Yarbrough, USN, and Lt. and Mrs. 
Charles W. Baird, ORC, in Washington. 
——Oo-——_- 


Maj. and Mrs. Charles E. Loucks, CWS, 
USA, had as their guests last week-end 
Captain and Mrs. H. C. Bramlet, CWS, 
USA, of New York at Edgewood Arsenal, 
Md. 

—_0——— 

Comdr. and Mrs. Roul Reis of Wash- 
ington, were the guests of Capt. and Mrs. 
J. F. Battley last week-end at Edgewood 
Arsenal. 

—— (»—--- 

Mr. Samuel White and Mr. Clyde 
Earnest, who have been visiting their 
parents Lt. Col. and Mrs. 8S. A. White and 
Maj. and Mrs. H. L. Farnest, Cav., USA; 
at Edgewood Arsenal, Md., for the past 
two weeks, returned to Kent, Conn., where 
they attend school, on Thursday. 

O---- 

Mrs. Malachi Higgins, of Ridgewood, 
N. J., was the guest of 2nd Lt. and Mrs. 
Paul Oswald, FA, USA, last week-end at 
Ft. Hoyle, Md. 

——0—---— 

Mrs. T. L. Crystal, of Plattsburgh Bar- 
racks, N. Y., was the week-end guest of 
her son, 1st Lt. T. L. Crystal, jr., FA, 
USA. 





—0 
One of the judges for the Riding and 
Hunt Club’s annual Hunter Trials, to be 
held at Bradley Farms near Washington, 
D. C., April 9 will be Lt. Col. John T. 
Thompson, Cav., USA. Now on duty at 
the Army War College, Colonel Thompson 
was formerly instructor of horsemanship 
at Ft. Riley and in charge of the equita- 

tion school at West Point. 
——~0 

Col. and Mrs. Robert S. Knox, Inf., 
USA, were guests of honor at a tea at 
Kenmore, home of Betty Washington 
Lewis, in Fredericksburg, Va., April 2 
from 3 to 6 o'clock. Colonel Knox, whose 
family have lived in Fredericksburg for 
generations and have been friends of the 
owners of Kenmore, returned to Fred- 
ericksburg to make his home after his 
retirement from active service. 

—_0o---——- 

Misses Bess and Margaret Berry will 
leave San Diego, Calif., this week-end for 
an extended trip east, planning to be gone 
Several months, They are the daughters 
of Col. Daniel G, Berry, USA-Ret., and 
Mrs. Berry, 
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SERVICE SOCIAL NEWS 








Mrs. George W. Ewell, wife of Lt. Col. 
Ewell, USA-Ret., entertained at a small 
luncheon in Washington, D. C., March 28 
for Mrs. George J. Richards, wife of Lt. 
Col. Richards, CE, USA, who is visiting 
her from Newport, where her husband is 
at the Naval War College. 

—_o0——_- 

The superintendent of the Naval Acad- 
emy and Mrs, Wilson Brown have as their 
guests the latter’s niece, Miss Sara H. 
White and Miss Fannie Rice of Hollins 
College, who are here for their spring 
vacations. 

—0-——- 

Mr. Levin Campbell, who has been 
spending the winter at Jacksonville, Fla., 
is coming north this week-end. He will 
visit his son-in-law and daughter, Capt. 
and Mrs. Walter D. Sharp, at their home 
on Porter Road, and his son, Col. Levin 
Campbell, USA, and his family at Frank- 
lin Arsenal, near Philadelphia. 





Weddings and Engagements 


Announcement has been made by Lt. 
Comdr. and Mrs. George W. D. Dashiell, 
USN-Ret., of Pasadena, Calif., of the en- 
gagement of their daughter, Miss Mar- 
garet Davison Dashiell, to Mr. David 
Eaton Rhodes. 

—~o——. 

Dean Carl EF. Ladd, of Cornell Univer- 
sity, Ithaca, N. Y., and Mrs. Ladd have 
announced the engagement of their daugh- 
ter, Miss Elizabeth Marie Ladd, to Ist 
Lt. Ferdinand J. Tate, CE, USA, son of 
Mrs. Ferdinand Tate of Eunice, La. Miss 
Ladd, who atended Westtown (Pa.) 
Friends’ School, is a member of the class 
of ’38 in the College of Home Economics, 
Cornell. Lieutenant Tate was graduated 
from the United States Military Academy 
at West Point in 1934, and commissioned 
a lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers. 
He is now a graduate student in the Col- 
lege of Civil Engineering at Cornell. The 
wedding will take place in the late sum- 
mer, 

Invitations have been issued for the 
wedding of Miss Hester Marie Laning, 
daughter of Rear Adm. and Mrs. Harris 
Laning, USN-Ret., to Dr. Dickinson Ser- 
geant Pepper, which will take place April 
23 at 4 P. M. at St. James’ Church, Phila- 
delphia. A reception will follow the cere- 
mony at the United States Naval House. 

——0- 

Mrs. Peter J. Kane of Brooklyn has 
announced the engagement of her niece, 
Miss Claire M. Foy, to Harold B. Macy, 
son of Lt. Col. Frederick 8. Macy, USA- 
Ret., and Mrs. Macy of Brooklyn and 
Madison, N. H. 

Miss Foy, daughter of the late Mr. and 
Mrs. James J. Foy of Brooklyn, is a 
graduate of St. Joseph’s Academy, Brent- 
wood, L. I. Mr. Macy was graduated from 
Dartmouth College in 1932. 

ae ae 


Announcement has been made of the 
engagement of Evelyn Wallington, daugh- 
ter of Lt. Col. and Mrs. Edward C. Wal- 
lington, CWS, USA, to Lt. Alfred Dodd 
Starbird, CE, USA, of Ft. Belvoir, Va. 
Lieutenant Starbird is the son of Brig. 
Gen. Alfred Starbird USA-Ret., and Mrs. 
Starbird. He was graduated from West 
Point in 19388. The wedding is scheduled 
for August, 1988. 








Oo——- 

Maj. and Mrs. Christopher C. Strawn, 
Cav., USA, Ft. Bliss, announce the en- 
gagement of their daughter Miriam to Lt. 
George Ruhlen, FA, USA, Ft. Bliss, son of 
Col. George Ruhlen, CA, USA, Ft. Mills, 
Philippine Islands and Mrs. Ruhlen. Lieu- 
tenant Ruhlen is the grandson of the late 
Col. and Mrs. George Ruhlen, QMC. 

—0--———~ 

Mrs. Donna Greene Davison, of Ft. 
Leavenworth, Kans., widow of the late 
Capt. Harrison Davison, and Capt. Wil- 
liam Hardy Hill, FA, USA, were married 
on the afternoon of March 25 in the home 
of Lt. Col. and Mrs. Harrison Herman, 
Cav., USA, in New Haven, Conn. They 
are now sojourning in Bermuda and will 
be at home after April 15 in New Haven. 








~—Photo du Charme Studio 


MISS EDITH WICKLINE 
daughter of Col. and Mrs. W. A. Wickline, 
USA-Ret., whose engagement to Mr. 
Archibald Kennedy, son of the late Gen- 

eral Kennedy, was recently announced. 





Women’s Organizations 
(News of activities for insertion in 
this column should be addressed to the 
“Woman's Club Editor, ARMy AND Navy 
JOURNAL, 1711 Connecticut Ave., North- 
west, Washington, D. C.”’) 


Washington, D. C.—The Army & Navy 
Chapter of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution will hold their regular 
monthly meeting at the Army and Navy 
Club on Monday, April 11 at two p. m. 

All nominations for officers, three mem- 
bers of the Board, delegates and alter- 
nates, for the coming year will be made 
from the floor at this meeting. All mem- 
bers of the Chapter are most earnestly 
urged to be present. 

—0o-—_——_- 
The April meeting of the Bos- 
ton Chapter, Daughters of the United 
States Army, was held on Saturday, 
April 2, at 178 Commonwealth Ave. After 


Boston 


luncheon, members and guests played 
bridge. Those present were the Misses 
Marcia Eddy, Dorothy Wilson, Mary 


Fraile, Patricia Fraile, Margaret For- 
sythe, Mary Kirby Chapin, Ruth Baird, 
Fanny-Scott Simmons, Mercedita Monte- 
sinos, Constance Collins, Mrs. George C. 
Leavitt, Mrs. W. D. Harrison, of Denver, 
Colorado, and Miss Nina Keppler, guest 
of the Chapter. 


Would Repeal Wilcox Act 

Representative Faddis, D. of Pa., intro- 
duced a bill this week to repeal the Wil- 
cox Act, authorizing unlimited construc- 
tion of hangars, shops, quarters and bar- 
racks at GHQ Air Force bases. 

“T want to take back into the military 
affairs committee and the House the 
powers that never should have been 
granted,” said Congressman Faddis, a 
member of the military committee. “I’m 
going to press it and I think I will have 
support for my bill.” 

The measure in repealing the Act would 
exempt construction authorized there- 
under for which contracts already had 
been let. 


Would Retire Former Officer 


A bill to place Arthur Lee Dasher, 
former captain of Field Artillery, on the 
retired list of the Army, was approved 
by the House Military Affairs Committee 
this week. 

The War Department opposes the 
measure, which has already passed the 
Senate. Former Captain Dasher claims 
that he should have been retired from the 
Army as he was suffering from tuberculo- 
sis when he resigned and that Army medi- 
cal records showed this but he was not 
informed of his condition. 
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Posts and Stations 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
April 7, 1938 

Rear Adm. and Mrs. William Hemphill Be 
USN-Ret., have returned to their home jg 
— Chase, Md., after a visit in Savanna) 
7a, s 

Mrs. Charles P. Summerall, wife of Gener 
Summerall, USA-Ret., is in Washington, stop. 
ping at the Martinique. 

Capt. R. B. Watkins, Inf., USA, and Mn, 
Watkins of Stoors, Conn., are spending ge. 
eral days in Washington. 

Mrs. Edward Everett Gann, sister of the 
late former Vice President Charles Curtis, has 
with her for a few days, Col. Charles Geg 
FA, USA, and his daughter, Miss Any 
George, who arrived Thursday from thy 
former's post at Fort Sam Houston, Tex, Mrs, 
George formerly was Miss Pamela Curtis, 
daughter of the late former Vice Presidey 
and Mrs. Curtis. 

The British Ambassador and Lady Lindwy 
were among the guests at the dinner given g 
a farewell to Washington by Adm. and My 
Sidney J. Meyrick, aboard H. M. 8. Yor, 
April 1. The York weighed anchor Apri, 
and steamed toward her home port in Be. 
muda, 

Mrs. Claude Swanson, wife of the Seep. 
tary of the Navy, was also in the company 
at dinner and others present were Adp 
George Pettengiill, USN, commandant of the 
Navy Yard, and Mrs. Pettengill; Admin 
William D. Leahy, USN, Chief of Naval Ope. 
ations, and Mrs. Leahy; Rear Adm. and My 
Ralston Holmes, (NI), USN, the Naval & 
tache of the British Embassy, and Mrs. Brad. 
ley, Capt. John Beardall, and Flag Cap, 
Harold E. Morse, captain of the ship; th 
York’s flag lieutenant, J. S. H. Lawrence, and 
the paymaster commander, R. H. Pearee, 

Members of the Woman's Army and Nay 
League met April 5, at the Soldiers, Sailor 
and Marines Club to plan their annual rup- 
mage sale May 11, 12, and 13. Mrs. Malis 
Craig, wife of the chief of staff of the Army; 
Mrs. Thomas Holcomb, wife of the com 
mandant of the Marine Corps; Mrs. Jonatha 
Wainwright, wife of the commandant of Fort 
Myer, and Mrs. Lorenzo Gasser, wife of 
assistant chief of staff, president of the 
league, were present. The place of the sales 
to be announced later. 

Mrs. Rockwell J. Townsend, of Hawthorne, 
Nev., who is in town visiting her brother, 
Lt. Edward Woodyard, USN, is here by way 
of “bon voyage.” 

Lieutenant Woodyard will leave the middle 
of the month for European duty and is la 
the midst of a schedule of farewell parties st 
which Mrs. Townsend is also being feted, 
since she has many friends here. 

After a trip through the West, and South, 
Mrs. F. R. Keefer has rejoined Brigadier Get 
eral Keefer, USA-Ret., at their home on Porter 
St. In Texas, she visited her mother, Mr. 
Henry Terrell, of Terrell Hill, San Antonio. 

She also was the guest of her two brothers, 
Judge Robert Wheatley Brahan Terrell and 
Lt. Col. Henry Terrell, USA-Ret., both of 
Texas, b 

General Keefer is chairman of the District 
Chapter of the American Red Cross and re 
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cently attended a conference of the organi 
tion in Atlantic City. 

Miss Rosita Dawes, daughter of Capt. Rob 
ert A. Dawes, USN, and Mrs. Dawes, of Long 
Beach, Calif., is visiting here with her aust 
Mrs. Julian P. Burke, 

Miss Dawes soon will leave for a thre 
months’ tour of Europe. 

0 — 
WEST POINT, N. Y. 
April 7, 1938 . 

Col. and Mrs. Clifton C. Carter had as thet 
guest this week Mr. Barrett Keisling, © 
Hollywood, Calif. Mr. Keisling is the pub 
licity agent of the Metro-Goldwyn Studios, ® 
Hollywood. 

Mrs. Charles J. Barrett, of Washington, ¥ 
the guest of her son and daughter-in m 
Capt. and Mrs. Charles J, Barrett, J? te 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth Spinning, of re 
France, are the guests of Mrs. Spina 
brother and sister-in-law, Captain an ’ 
Walter R. H. Hensey, jr. 

Mrs. Harry Coleburn and | 
Helen Coleburn, were recent visitors on 
vost. 
Lt. and Mrs. Devere P. Armstrong have ® 
guests this week Lieutenant Armstrong’ ® 
ter, Mrs. Bruce Bigelow, of Providence, ; 
Mrs. Jane Redfield Vose, of New York, 
Lt. and Mrs. Gordon Selby, of New pag 
Conn. Their week-end guests will be Mr. 
Mrs. Oren Parker, of Ann Arbor, Mich. 

Lt. and Mrs. John A. Berry ha 
them this week Mrs. Berry’s mother, i 
George T. Wilson, of Hoosick Falls, 
and her brother, Mr. Robert, Waren of 
mouth College, Hanover, N. H. 

Mrs. ipenaine Taylor, of Quebec, Canil 
and Mr. Herbert D. Lancaster, of Rye, ns 
were guests over Monday of Capt. 4” 
Willard A. Holbrook, jr. ; 

Lt. Col. and Mrs. Lowell B. wright 
their daughter, Miss Ruth Wright, Of, 
this week for a two months ee Py vil 
their sailing in June for Hawa) 0 
visit friends in Baltimore and Washing! 

(Continued on Neat Page) 
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Posts and Stations 
o WEST POINT, N. Y. 
, (Continued from Preceding Page) 


will pass the remainder of their time 

j relatives in Columbus, Ohio. 

Mrs. Herman Beukema sailed on Tuesday 

Panama where she will pass six weeks as 
est of her son-in-law and daughter, 

it, and Mrs. Charles Leonard. Lieutenant 

jonard is on duty with the 14th Infantry, 

it Ft Davis, c. &. yp 

(apt. and Mrs. John L. Whitelaw had as 

their guest this week Miss Vests Yoder, of 

on. 
4 Richard W. Dole, of the Brook- 
Navy Yard, was the week-end guest of 
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ANNAPOLIS, MD. 
April 5, 1938 
par Adm. Wilson Brown, jr., and Mrs. 
frown were guests of honor at a dinner on 
mursday evening given by Capt. and Mrs. 
pryson ‘Bruce at their quarters on Porter 


ady Lindsy 
ner given ay 
m. and Mr 
M. 8. York, 
hor April} 
port in Ber Mi Road, 
Rear Adm. and Mrs. Wiison Brown gave a 


f the Seer. Mainer party for fourteen on Saturday even- 
he company Mig, Among their guests were, Mrs. Brown's 
were Adm Mosce, Miss Diana Allyn and Miss Anne Ra- 
idant of the Moos, of Bennington College, Vermont. 

il; Admini Commodore and Mrs. Edward Lloyd en- 


tained at luncheon on Sunday in honor of 
(omdr, and Mrs. Archibald Stirling and Lt. 
(omdr, and Mrs. Neyron A. Baber. 

(apt. and Mrs. Walter D. Sharp have as 
thelr guest for a short time, Mrs. Sharp's 
ther, Mr. ‘Levin Campbell, who spent the 
winter in Florida. Mr. Campbell will go from 
yr to visit his son Col. Levin Campbell, 
($4, at Frankford Arsenal. 

lt, and Mrs. Charles Wayne Humphreys 
were guests at a dinner on Saturday evening 
siren by Maj. J. M. Short, USA, and Mrs. 
hort at the War College. 

Comdr. and Mrs. Arthur D. Burhaus gave a 
dioner party on Saturday evening in honor 
« Comdr. and Mrs. Paul Glutting. Com- 
mader Glutting will leave here soon for 
China, 

In the second session for the inter-depart- 
watal of four championship duplicate bridge 
turnaments at the Officers’ Club, high scores 
were made by Lt. Comdr. D. R. Tallman, and 
Ut. H. B. Edgar, Prof. D. Kavanaugh and Lt. 
iC Burns. Four teams qualified for the 
payoff as follows: First, P. G. School—Prof. 
). Kavanaugh, Lt. M. C. Burns, Lt. H. C. 
Pound and Lt. Robert C. Brownlee; Second, 
English History and Government—Prof, Al- 
ln F. Westcott, Lt. Comdr. W. Hibbs, Mr. 
Allen Blow Cook and Lt. S. P. Conly; Third, 
Ordnance and Gunnery—-Lt. B. S. Anderson, 
It, W. P. Hobby, Lt. W. H. Duvall and Lt. 
(.W. Humphreys; Fourth, Language—Prof. 
H. B, Winchell, Lt. C. T. C. Canfield, Lt. 
J. A. Adkins and Lt. H. L. Ferguson. 

Comdr, and Mrs. Elroy L. Vanderkloot were 
mong a party attending the Ft. Myer Rid- 
ing Show on Friday evening. 
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Mrs. John H. Russell, wife of Maj. Gen. 
Russell, USMC-Ret., entertained at a lunch- 
2 on Saturday, with covers for ten. The 
Russells will soon move into a new home on 
the San Diego side of the bay, after having 
sided in Coronado since coming to the 
toast, 

Aluncheon at Casa del Rey Moro Wednes- 
‘ty, sponsored by the city and the chamber 
commerce, honored three naval officers who 
im being detached from present duties and 

to new posts afloat and ashore. They 

we Comdrs. Spencer S. Lewis, Laurence 
Wild and William A. Maguire. Comdr. John 
1, Manning, (CEC), USN, of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, here on an inspection tour, 
"4 also a guest at the luncheon. 

Mts. Albert Rockwell of Warren, Pa., who 
P m house guest of her parents, Maj. 
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ime Bess and Margaret Berry, daughters 

eee and Mrs, Daniel G. Berry, USA-Ret., 
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inning to be gone several months. 
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the commissioned officers’ mess, honoring 
Rear Adm. Charles A. Blakely, USN, and his 
staff officers. 
—0o-——_ 
LONG BEACH, CALIF. 

Mrs. Hugh J. Gallagher, widow of Colonel 
Gallagher, USA, is here visiting her two 
daughters, Mrs. John W. Greenslade, wife of 
Vice Admiral Greenslade, and Mrs. Adolphus 
E. Watson, wife of Rear Admiral Watson. 

Business, a short program and tea will fea- 
ture the meeting Tuesday of the new club for 
wives of Naval officers. Mrs. Edward C. Kalb- 
fus, who is acting as advisory chairman in 
the absence of the President, Mrs. Claude C. 
Bloch, will speak on “The Club as a Weapon” 
and outline aims of the organization. Mrs. 
Greenslade, acting general chairman, has ap- 
pointed a coterie of service set matrons to 
assist in receiving at teatime. Mrs. Watson is 
chairman of refreshments and has a large 
committee. Invitations have been sent to 1000 
of the Navy contingent and many acceptances 
have been received. The program Tuesday 
will be in charge of Mrs. Frank Kelly. 

Capt. C. H. Dickens, USN-Ret., was guest 
speaker of the Exchange Club the past week at 
a noon luncheon in Villa Riviera. In addition 
to speaking of the founding twenty-seven 
years ago of the National Exchange Club, 
Captain Dickens referred to his first visit to 
Long Beach in 1908, when he was chaplain on 
the fleet flagship USS Tennessee and Adm. 
Claude C, Bloch, Commander-in-Chief of the 
United States Fleet, was Flag Lieutenant on 
the Tennessee. He said Long Beach boosters 
tried to sell Naval officers lots at $500 each, 
with an extra one threwn in. The city now 
has a population of over 150,000, and the re- 
tired chaplain said, “Had we bought lots at 
that price and retained them, we would now 
be rich.” 

Mrs. Karl J. Christoph, wife of Lt. Com- 
mander Christoph of USS Chicago, assembled 
a score of friends in her home last evening for 
a dinner in celebration of the fourteenth 
wedding aniversary of Lt. and Mrs. A. H. 
Richards. Flowers and the festive air of 
such occasions marked the party, although 
Lieutenant Richards was away with his ship, 
the Chicago. 

Mrs. 8. D. A. Cobb, wife of Lt. Commander 
Cobb, USS Oklahoma, is spending the week- 
end as house guest in Beverly Hills of Mrs. 
Deveraux Johnston. 

The younger contingent of the Navy enjoyed 
a dinner given last night by Leslie and Wil 
liam Tarbutton, sons of Lt. and Mrs, William 
Tarbutton, USS Houston, which preceded the 
semi-monthly gathering in Ebell Clubhouse 
of Miss Woods’ dancing class. Guests were 
Suzanne Menocal, Jerry Padgett, Mary Ellen 
Turney, Caroline McCann, Nola Hartman, 
Bill Dyer, Tom Power and Charles Hoffman. 





Army Orders 
(Continued from Page 709) 
dent Chem, Warfare School, June 30, thence 
to O. R., Augusta, Ga. 

Maj. Clarence C, Park, to 2nd Div., Ft. Sam 
Ilouston, Tex, 

Maj. Charles H. Brammell, from 0. R. duty, 
Akron, Ohio, Aug. 1, to Univ. of Okla, 

Maj. Henry C. Demuth, from Univ. of Okla., 
July 5, to Ist Cav. Div., Ft. Bliss, Tex. 

Maj. Charles C. Brown, from Ft. Leaven 
worth, to O. R., Raleigh, N. C. 

Maj. Louis J. Compton, from Army War 
College, D. C., to duty as member of GSC, 
War Dept., D. C. 

Capt. Jeremiah P. Holland, from Univ. of 
Okla., July 5, to 2nd Div., Ft. Sam Houston, 
Tex. 

Capt. Rox Hl. Donaldson, from Ft. D. A. 
Russell, Tex., Aug. 1, to Univ. of Fla., Gaines 
ville. 

Capt. Haydon Y. Grubbs, from Leland 
Stanford jr. Univ., Calif., to 68th F. A. (Meecz.), 
Ft. Knox, Ky., sail 8. F., July 30. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Capt. Frank A. Henning, to 2nd Div., Ft. 
Bragg, N. C. 

Capt. Ivan L. Foster, to temp. duty as stu 
dent, Chem. Warfare School, Edgewood Ar 
senal, Md., June 30, thence to temp. duty 
Governors Island, N. Y., thence to 76th FA, 
Pres. of Monterey, Calif., sail N. Y., Aug. 25. 

Capt. Foster J. Tate, to 83rd FA, Ft. Ben- 
ning, Ga. 

Capt. Lindsey R. Wingfield, from Madison 
Bks., N. Y., Aug. 1, to Univ. of Okla., Norman, 
Okla. 

Capt. Richard C. Partridge, from Ft. Sill, 
Okla., July 15, to temp. duty, G-2, Wash., D. 
C., thence to German General Staff School, 
Berlin, Germany, Oct. 1, sail N. Y., Aug. 3. 

Capt. Lindsey R. Wingfield, from Madison 
Bks., N. Y., Aug. 1, to Univ. of Okla., Norman, 
Okla. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS 
MAJ. GEN. A. H. SUNDERLAND, ©. of CAC 

Col. Edwin K. Smith, from Panama Canal 
Dept., to Univ. of New Hampshire, Durham, 
N. H. 

Col. Horace F. Spurgin, from Wash., D. C., 
April 16, to home and await retirement. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Lt. Col. Robert D. Brown, to temp. duty, 
Governors Island, N. Y., thence to Panama 
Canal Dept., sail N. Y., Sept. 1. 





Lt. Col. Walter K. Dunn, detailed in GSC, 
to temp. duty Governors Island, N. Y., thence 
to Philippine Div., sail N. Y., Sept. 9. 

Lt. Col. Rollin L. Tilton, detailed in GSC, 
July 28, to temp. duty, Governors Island, N. 
Y., thence to Panama Canal Dept., sail N. Y., 
July 28. 

Lt. Col. LaRhett L. Stuart, detailed in GSC, 
July 1, and assigned to War Dept. Genl. Staff, 
Wash., D. C. 

Following officers from Army Industrial 
College, D. C., to station indicated: 

lt. Col. Charles Hines, office, Asst. Sec. of 
War, Wash., D. C. 

Lt. Col, John F. Kahle, Ordnance Board, as 
Coast Artillery Repr., Aberdeen Proving 
Ground, Md. 

Maj. Thomas R. 
voked, 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Maj. John T. Lewis, office, Chief of CA, 
Wash., D. C. 

Maj. Clarence E. Cotter, to temp. duty 
Governors Island, N. Y., thence to Philippine 
Dept., sail N. Y., Sept. 9. 

Maj. Stanley R. Mickelsen, detailed in GSC, 
and assigned to War Dept. General Staff, 
Sept. 21. 

Maj. Harrington W. Cochran, from Army 
Industrial College, D. C., to temp. duty, Chem. 
Warfare School, Edgewood Arsenal, Md., 
June 30, thence to Washington Univ., St. 
Louis, Mo. 

Capt. Walter L. Weible, from Army War 
College, D. C., to Army Industrial College, 
Wash., D. C., as student, Sept. 10, 

Capt. George R. Burgess, from Wash., D. 
(., Nov. 5, to 2nd CA, Ft. Monroe, Va. 

Capt. Frederick F, Scheiffler, from Cham 
paign, Ill., to C. and G, 8. School, Ft, Leaven 
worth, Sept. 13, as student. 

Capt. William L. Richardson, from Ft. Win- 
field Seott, Calif., to C, and G, 8. School, Ft. 
Leavenworth, as student. 

Following officers from assignment indi 
cated, to duty as students CA School, Ft. Mon 
roe, Va., regular course, sail 8. F., Aug. 16. 

Ist Lt. William H. Ball, Ft. Baker, Calif. 

Ist Lt. Dwight PD. Edison, Ft. Worden, 
Wash. 

Ist Lt. Edgar 0. Taylor, Ft. Winfield Scott, 
Calif. 

Ist Lt. William M. Vestal, Ft. Mason, Calif. 

Ist Lt. Lewis K. Beazley, from Ft. Monroe, 
Va., to temp. duty U. 8S. A. M. PL “Lt. Col. 
Ellery W. Niles,” Va., thence to U. 8. A, M, P. 
“Gen, J. Franklin Bell,” with station at Ft. 
Worden, Wash. 


INFANTRY 
MAJ. GEN. GEORGE A. LYNCH, C. of INF. 

Col, Walter 8S. Drysdale, from Ft. George 
Wright, Wash., to O. R., Ft. Hayes, Ohio, 
sail S. F., May 14, . 

Col. Charles H. Rice, from Portland, Ore 
gon, to 16th Inf., Ft. Jay, N. Y. 

Lt. Col. Patrick J. Hurley, from Hawaltian 
Dept., to Okla. Agri, and Mech. College, Still 
water, Okla. 

Lt. Col, Frederick M. Armstrong, from Tuc 
son, Ariz., July 5, to Davidson College, N. C. 

Lt. Col, Edward H, Bertram, from Jeffer- 
son Bks., Mo., to 0. R., Sacramento, Calif., 
sail N. Y., Aug. 2h. 

Lt. Col. Clyde R. Eisenschmidt, from Still- 


Parker, prior orders re- 


water, Okla., Oct. 15, to 2nd Div., Ft. Sam 
Houston, Tex. 
Maj. John J. Albright from Ft, Leaven 


worth, to Penn. State College, Pa. 

Maj. John E. Hull from Wash., D. C., to 
C. and G. 8. School, Ft, Leavenworth, as in- 
structor. 

Maj. Richard G. Tindall from Ft. Leaven- 
worth, June 30, to Office of Chief of Inf., 
Wash., D. C. 

Maj. Samuel T. Williams from Ft. Hump- 
hreys, D. C., to Chief of Inf., Wash., D. C. 

Maj. Horace O. Cushman from Wash., D. 
C., to Ist Inf. Brig., N. Y. 

Capt. Preston B. Waterbury from Muncie, 
Ind., Aug. 15, to 11th Inf., Ft. Benjamin Har- 
rison, Ind, 

Capt. Harland C, Griswold, from Ft. Wash., 
Md., June 1, to NG, Beckley, W. Va. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
PD. C., to station indicated: 

Lt. Col. Dennis E. MeCunniff, to GSC, Fifth 
Corps Area, Ft. Hayes, Ohio. 

Lt. Col, Paul J. McDonnell, to Nat. Guard, 
Chicago. 

Lt. Col. William E. Brougher, to Ft. Ben 
ning, Ga., thence to tank course, Inf. School, 
Ft, Benning, Ga., Sept. 10. 

Lt. Col. John F. Landis, to Indiana Univ., 
Bloomington, May 1. 

Lt. Col. Samuel J. Heidner, to temp, duty 
Governors Island, N. Y., thence to Panama 
Canal Dept., sail N. Y., July 28. 

Lt. Col. Jesse A. Ladd, to 
Sheridan, Ill. 

Lt. Col. John T. Rhett, from Davidson Col 
lege, N. (., Aug. 5, to 18th Inf., Ft. Hamilton, 
_*% - 

Lt. Col. Floyd D. Carlock, from Ft. Hamil 
ton, N. Y., June 15, to Nat. Guard, Troy, N. Y. 

Maj. J. Lawton Collins, to duty as instrue 
tor, Army War College, D. C. 

Maj. James M. Roamer, from Ft. Benning, 
Ga., to San Diego High Schools, Calif., sail 
N. Y.. Aug. 25. 

Maj. Chester C. Westfall, from Puerto Rico, 
to temp. duty, Panama Canal Dept., sail San 


2nd Inf., Ft. 





Juan, Aug. 3, thence to Univ. of Md., College 
Park, Md, 

Maj. Leslie J. Cartwright, from Ft. Ben- 
jamin Harrison, Ind., Aug. 15, to A. D. John- 
ston High School, Bessemer, Mich. and the 
Luther L. Wright High School, Ironwood; 
Mich, 

Maj. Walter A. Elliot, from Phil. Dept., to 
Academy of Richmond County, Augusta, Ga. 

Maj. Charles P. Lynch, from Ft. Leaven- 
worth, to Nat. Guard, Atlanta, Ga. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Maj. Fred B. Rogers, to 26th Inf., Platts- 
burg Bks., N. Y. 

Maj. Charles E. Rayens, to 16th Inf., Ft. 
Jay, N. Y. 

Maj. Leonard R. Boyd, to C, 
Ft. Leavenworth, as instructor. 

Maj. Cecil J. Gridley, to C. and G. 8, School, 
School, Ft. Leavenworth, as instructor. 

Maj. John T. Zellers, to temp. duty Gov- 
ernors Island, N, Y., thence to 38th Inf., Ft. 
Douglas, Utah, sail N. Y., July 16. 

Maj. Thomas PD. Davis, to temp. duty as 
student, Chem, Warfare School, June 30, 
thence to 2nd Div., Ft, Sam Houston, Tex. 

Maj. Robert 8. Miller, to temp. duty as stu- 
dent Chem, Warfare School, June 30, thence 
to duty as instructor, Inf. School, Ft. Ben 
ning, Ga, 

Maj. Raymond C, Hamilton, temp. duty as 
student, Chem. Warfare School, Edgewood 
Arsenal, Md., June 30, thence to 67th Inf., Ft. 
Benning, Ga. 

Maj. William P. Scobey, to temp. duty as 
student, Chem, Warfare School, KRdgewood 
Arsenal, Md., June 30, thence to 24th Inf., Ft, 
Benning, Ga, 

Maj. William G. Walker, to GSC, Ist (. A, 
Boston, 

Maj. Alan W. Jones, to temp. duty Gov- 
ernors Island, N. Y., thence to Hawaiian 
Dept., sail N. Y., July 16. 

Maj. Burton L. Lucas, to temp. duty Gov- 
ernors Island, N. Y., thence to Phil. Dept., 
sail N, Y., Sept. 9. 

Maj. Pleas B. Rogers, to duty with Que, 
Front Royal QM Depot, Va. 

Maj. Harry W. Caygil, to office of Chief of 
Inf., Wash,, D. C, 

Maj. Francis A. Woolfley, to temp. duty as 


and G,. 8, 


student, Chem. Warfare School, June 30, 
thence to 24th Inf., Ft. Benning, Ga, 
Muj. Roger Hilsman, from Sacramento, 


Calif., to 12th Inf., Ft. 
F., Ang. 16. 
Maj. James A. Summersett, from Jefferson 


Iloward, Md., sail 8. 


Iiks., Mo., May 1, to 2nd Inf., Ft. Brady, 
Mich. 
Maj. Walter KE, Lauer, prior orders 


amended; from Ft, Leavenworth, to temp. 
duty Governors Island, N. Y., thence to 30th 
Inf., Pres, of 8. F., sail N. Y., July 16, 

Maj. Francis D. Ross, jr., from Onachita 
College, Arkadelphia, Ark,, Aug. 5, to Nat. 
Guard, Schenectady, N. Y. 

Maj. Alexander R, Bolling, from Army War 
College, to GSC, July 1, Ist C. A., Boston, 

Maj, Fred W. Miller, from Army Industrial 
College, to 20th Inf., Ft. Benning, Ga. 

Maj. Hugh T. Mayberry, from Army Indus- 
trial College, to temp. duty as student, Chem. 
Warfare School, June 30, thence to 24th Inf., 
Ft. Benning, Ga. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D. C., to station indicated: 

Capt. Donald W. Brann, to Inf, School, Ft. 
Benning, Ga., as instructor, 

Capt. Reuben K. Jenkins, to €. and G. 8. 
School, Ft. Leavenworth, as instructor. 

Capt. Joseph A, Cranston, jr., to 20th Inf., 
Ft. Benning, Ga, 

Capt. George J. 
Benning, Ga. 

Capt. Clarence L, 
Benning, Ga, 

Capt. Bob Childs, from Wofford College, 
Spartanburg, 8. C., Aug. 1, to 11th Inf., Ft. 
Benjamin Harrison, Ind, 

Capt. Duncan P. Frissell, det. in QMC, May 
1, to Commanding Gen,, Hawalian Dept. 

Capt. John R. Jeter, from Ft, Riley, Kan 
sis, to 24th Inf., Ft, Benning, Ga. 

Capt. Frank N. Roberts, from Nanking 
China, Oct. 11, to temp. duty Manila, Philip 
pine Dept., thence to 8th Inf. Ft. Moultrie, 
8. C., sail Manila, Nov. 3. 

Capt. Joseph K. Bush, from Baltimore, Md., 
to duty as student, C. and G, 8S, School, Ft. 
Leavenworth, Sept. 6. 

Capt. Harold Doud, from CCC, Sacramento, 
Calif., to Panama Canal Dept., sail 8, F., April 
” 


Forster, to 20th Inf., Ft, 


King, to 20th Inf., Ft. 


Capt. Walter E. Smith, from Ft. Snelling, 
Minn., June 1, to Nat. Guard, Wichita, Kans. 

Ist Lt. Louis W. Truman, from Ft. Ben 
ning, Ga., to Panama Canal Dept,, sail 
Charleston, 8. C., July 30, 

Ist Lt. Willlam Il. Freeland, from Panama 
Canal Dept., to 16th Inf., Ft. Jay, N. Y 

Ist Lt. Benedict Ray, from Puerto Rico, to 
temp. duty, Panama Canal Dept., sail San 
Juan, Aug. 3, thence to temp. duty, Ft. Ben 
ning, Ga., thence to Inf, School, Ft, Benning, 
Ga., as student, Sept. 10. 

Following officers from station Indicated, to 
duty as student Inf. School, Ft. Benning, Ga., 
Sept. 10: 

ist Lt. Travis T. Brown, from Ist Brig., N. 
4 

(Continued on page 715) 
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Infantry Equipment 

Maj. Gen. George A. Lynch, Chief of 
Infantry, in his testimony before the 
House Appropriations committee, gave an 
informative resume of the items of In- 
fantry equipment for which provisions 
are included in the appropriations bill for 
next year. 

In the matter of semi-automatic rifles, 
General Lynch told the committee that at 
the end of this year all the troops at the 
Infantry school will be equipped with the 
new weapon; the Second Division is now 
heing so equipped; and that the 7,500 
seml-automatics now being constructed 
will complete the equipment of the Second 
Division and start the equipment of the 
First Division. 

General Lynch's testimony regarding 
the items of equipment carried in the esti- 
mates (and since included in the bill) 
follows: 

“I should like to take this opportunity to 
discuss items of equipment which are pri- 
marily for lnfantry use and for which provi- 
sions are included in the estimates of appro- 
priate supply service. 

Antitank Guns 

“It is tnderstood that the estimates of the 
Chief of Ordnance include amounts to pro- 
vide antitank guns for Infantry use. This 
gun is still in the process of development and 
it is anticipated that a pilot model will be 
available during the spring of this year. 

“At the present time the Infantry has no 
effective antitank gun. As a substitute, the 
-caliber machine gun is being employed 
and the estimates for 1939 include 11 of these 
guns in order to complete the program for 
active Regular Army regiments. It is still 
effective against many of the tanks in use in 
foreign armies. 

“Developments in Spain have indicated that 
to combat tanks a powerful antitank gun, 
such as that now being developed, is required 
and must be available at all times to Infantry 
regiments, The requirement for this weapon 
is so essential that it should be given the 
highest priority in the procurement of In- 
fantry items of rearmament, 

Semiautomatic Rifles 

“A primary weapon in the modernization of 
our Infantry is the semiautomatic rifles which 
is designated “Rifle, U. 8S., caliber, .40, M1.” 
This rifle has been adopted as standard to 
replace the present 1908 rifle and presents as 
much improvement over the 1908 rifle as that 
rifle did over our old Spanish-American War 
weapon or the Krag-Jirgensen. 

“In the tests conducted to date the rifle has 
proved entirely satisfactory and is a potent 
weapon. It possesses firepower equivalent to 
approximately two and a half times that of 
the single-shot rifle. It is a gas-operated, air 
cooled weapon, weighing approximately 9 
pounds and firing clips of 8 rounds each, 

“The semiautomatic principle means that 
the rifle is self-loading and this feature re- 
lieves the soldier of all stress of pulling back 
and pushing home the bolt. This rifle repre- 
sents a distinct advance in the modernization 
of our Infantry. Approximately 7,540 of these 
rifles are being produced at the present time 
from funds appropriated during the past 
fiscal years 1935, 1936, and 1937. This number 
will be sufficient to equip the Infantry School 
troops, our second division and to initiate the 
equipment of the first division. The estimates 
for 1939 include funds for 2,500 of these rifles, 
which will complete the first division, 


Medium Tanks 

“The estimates include funds for 18 medium 
tanks, or the number required to complete 
the equipment of one medium tank company, 
the only medium tank organization now ac- 
tivated, This medium tank is a new type, 
similar mechanically to our present light 
tank, but more heavily armored and armed 
than the light tank, 

Hand Carts 

“The estimates include funds to provide 314 
infantry hand carts. At the present time in 
our motorized regiments all crew-operated 
weapons, such as machine guns and mortars, 
are carried on trucks which have replaced the 
animal-drawn carts formerly used. The result 
is that when, due to enemy activities or fire, 
it becomes necessary for the infantry to de- 
truck, there are no means of carrying the 
weapons other than by man power. The cali- 
ber .30 machine gun and the 81 millimeter 
mortar weigh too much for men to carry them 
for any considerable distance, and it is prob- 
able that in combat it will frequently be 
necessary to detruck approximately 6 miles 
from the enemy's line. Some means must be 
devised to transport the weapons from that 
point forward and these hand carts supple- 
mented by weapon carriers are designed to 
fill this requirement. The number in the esti- 
mates for this year will equip about two of 
our organized divisions, 

Modern Field Ranges 

“One item of the utmost importance for the 
development of which funds are included in 
the 1939 estimates, is the field range, which 
also operates as a rolling kitchen. We have 
no suitable fleld range at present and are 





forced to use the same range that was on hand 
in the Army prior to the World War. This 
range was abandoned upon the advent of roll- 
ing kitchens during the war. However, the 
war-time rolling kitchens for the most part 
have become unserviceable through wear and 
tear, and even though serviceable, are unsuit- 
able for motorized units. In lieu of the old 
rolling kitchen, units have been forced to fall 
back on the pre-war field range, which, were 
we required to go to war today, would have 
to be used, It is earnestly hoped that from 
the funds included in the 1939 estimates a 
suitable, modern, field range will be devel 
oped. 

“Those are the items in the current esti- 
mate, There are many other projects under 
development for which no funds are being 
asked,” 





General Pershing Improves 

Tucson, Ariz.—The departure of Dr. 
Roland Davison, General VPershing’s 
physician, for New York on March 31st to 
attend a meeting of the College of Physi- 
cians, was most convincing evidence of 
the General’s improved condition and 
steady progress on the path to restoration 
of health. 

At the Tucson railway station before 
boarding the train Dr. Davison gave out 
the following statement : “General Persh- 
ing is progressing slowly. If his progress 
continues at the rate he is now making, 
he probably will be well enough to go to 
New York for the wedding. 

“While attending the meeting of the 
College of Physicians in New York, I shall 
keep in constant touch with the General 
at the Desert Sanatorium. Dr. C. Bb. Beu- 
sema will be in charge in my absence. 

“I feel that the General’s condition at 
the present time is such that it is per- 
fectly safe to leave him for the trip east.” 

Since Dr. Davison left, the General 
has walked around the Apache quarters, 
with limitations however, as to time and 
distance. 

Naturally the thoughts uppermost in 
the minds of the little group in the desert 
house is the wedding of Warren Persh- 
ing and Miss Muriel Richards, and the 
one goal of every effort is aimed to 
have the General present at the cere- 
mony which takes place on April 22nd at 
St. Thomas Episcopal Church in New 
York City. Dr. Davison will be, however, 
the final judge. It is almost a foregone 
conclusion that Miss Pershing will go east 
for the event, even if it is deemed wiser 
that the General should not undertake 
the journey. 

At the risk of sounding lyrical it is in 
line to mention that nature out here is 
also in tune with wedding bells, for in the 
citrus belt which lies closely adjacent to 
the Sanatorium, the air is redolent with 
the fragrance of orange blossoms wafted 
by the evening breeze. 

M. H, O'L. 





Army Enlisted Reserve 
The Senate this week passed the bill to 
reestablish the Regular Army enlisted re- 
serve. The House has not acted on the 
bill, but the provisions of the bill have 
also been inserted in the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 





CWS Non-Coms 
The following non-commissioned offi- 
cers of the Chemical Warfare Service 
have been found eligible for promotion to 
the grades indicated as a result of exami- 
nations recently conducted by the Chief 
of the Chemical Warfare Service: 


Master Sergeants 
Gould, Ralph A., Tech. Sgt. 
Johnson, Ralph, Tech. Sgt. 
LaBolle, Richard L., Tech. Sgt. 
Place, Kari J., Tech. Set. 


Technical Sergeants 
Bridges, Wm. T., Staff Set. 
Guerin, Albert J., Staff Set. 
Hlouser, Wm. F., Staff Set. 
Isbell, Harold J., Ist Set. 
Libby, Ralph I., Staff Set. 
Tamplin, Earl T., Staff Sgt. 
Watson, James, Staff Sgt. 


Staff Sergeants 
Allard, Gordon EK., Sgt. 
Barnes, Raymond FE., Corp. 
Cook, Clayton G., Sgt. 
Deptula, Vincent, Corp. 
Johnston, Charles, Set. 
Keys, William J., Sgt. 
Long, Wm, L., Set. 
Mays, Ned G., Corp. 
Moore, Thomas C., Corp. 
Sholtis, Joseph H., Sgt. 








Pensions for Regulars 

Increase in the peace-time pension 
rates was urged before the Senate Mili- 
tury Affairs Committee this week as the 
committee held a hearing on legislation 
to base the peace-time rates at 80 per 
cent of the war rates. 

Representatives of the Regular Vet- 
erans Association, headed by National 
Adjutant James FE. Nieman testified and 
presented exhibits to the committee in 
form of photographs of disabled veterans 
and graphs comparing the present peace- 
time rates with the war rates. There 
was no testimony from representatives 
of Veterans Administration or War or 
Navy Departments, as legislation similar 
to the bill under consideration, S. 3508, 
is now before the Bureau of the Budget 
undergoing study. 

The presentation of the measure was 
well received by the committee, but ac- 
tion is not expected to be taken until the 
Administration indicates its attitude. 
However, approval of some increase in 
the peace-time rates is expected, Ex- 
tracts from Mr. Nieman’s statement be- 
fore the committee follow: 

“The pension situation, as it confronts 
the line of duty Disabled Regulars, and 
the dependents of those deceased in line 
of duty, is a national disgrace, and one 
that is definitely and fully on the should- 
ers of the 75th Congress to thoroughly 
consider and take steps to eliminate. 


“The disabled Regulars are entitled, in 
every respect, and under every considera- 
tion, to equal pensions for like disabili- 
ties with the war disabled. They do not 
receive it now as mentioned above. Com- 
pensations for disabilities are based, 
rightly, on disabilities incurred, and not 
on risks assumed. There is no justifica- 
tion for paying a man who served in a 
Training Camp during the World War, 
und thousands of miles from the enemy, 
$105 for the loss of a leg or an arm, and 
paying a Regular with a like disability 
incurred in the Panay sacrilege, the ex- 
plosion aboard the USS Augusta, plane 
crashes, ete., ete., $37 for the same’ dis- 
ubility ; nor paying the widow of one $30 
an month and the widow of the Regular 
but $22, the mother of one, $25, and of 
the other, but $15. 

“As a matter of fact, Gentlemen, an in- 
vestigation of the records will disclose 
the astonishing fact that the percentage 
of service incurred disabilities in the 
Regular Establishment, today, are great- 
er than during the world war—condition 
for condition, and service for service, 

“In 85 per cent of the cases of which 
we have knowledge, the Regular is un- 
uble to secure gainful employment. He 
is denied access to the WPA, the CCC, and 
even the relief rolls by reason of the fact 
he is not a war veteran and draws a 
small pittance. Civil Service Preference 
for Regulars is a joke, and efforts are 
under way, I regret to add, to further 
limit his participation in that. 

“Up until the World War, pensions for 
disabled soldiers and sailors were the 
sume regardless of where or when the 
disability was incurred. 

“After the World War, the order of 
things was changed, and the disabled 
Regular became the ‘absolute’ forgotten 
man of the nation. The faint cry of the 
Disabled Regular for relief could not be 
heard for he was not organized until 
lately, and the single cry in the wilder- 
ness went unnoted., 

“The largest per cent of Regulars in- 
curring disability in line of duty are dis- 
abled within their first six years of ser- 
vice, being 76.4 per cent, with an average 
of 4.63 years of service (Figures com- 
piled by the RVA from records of or- 
ganization members). It follows with 
the average years service at time of dis- 
ability, being 4.68, that the Regular re- 
enlisted which more than substantiates 
the assumption of the service as a career. 
In fact, it firmly establishes acceptance 
of the service as a career, and it follows 
that much, if not all of the past eivilian 
vocational knowledge possessed by the 
Disabled Regular would have evaporated 
during the over four years of service, if 
he really had such training prior to en- 
listment, and which is problematical in a 
large percentage of instances due to the 
minimum enlistment age being 18, and 
the turn over in the service being around 
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ments. 
“Our estimate of the total ine 
cost of the bill S 3503 is $3,484,172" 












Adjutants General’s Confereng 


On Thursday of this week, the 


Meeting of the Adjutants Genera] Agy 


ciation adjourned upon completion of 
of the most successful meetings in hi 


For the first time, there was nearly gy 
hundred per cent attendance, delegaty 
from every section of the country, Hawg 


and Puerto Rico being present. A 


mately 100 National Guard officers x, 


tended the meeting. 


Under discussion were the subjects 
increased mechanization of the Guay 
selective service problems, the expect 
attainment of authorized strength py 
year and other programs and policies qm. 
nected with National Guard organizatin, 

The “streamlined” division wag di 


cussed in detail and recommendations, 


to its adaptation to the National Guay 


were submitted to Maj. Gen. Albert # 
Blanding, Chief of the National Guay 
Bureau. 

Brig. Gen. William F. Ladd, (Conn), 
was elected President of the Associatiq, 
Brig. Gen. Harry H. Morehead, (Calif), 
was named Vice-President, and Brig. Ga 
Charles H. Grahl, (Iowa), was elects 
Secretary-Treasurer. 

Among the delegates attending were: 

Brig. Gen, John C. Coleman, Ala. 

Brig. Gen. Daniel B. Byrd, Ark. 

Brig. Gen. Harry H. Morehead, Calif. 

Brig. Gen. Alphonse P. Ardourel, Colo, 

Brig. Gen. William F. Ladd, Conn, 

Brig. Gen. Weller E. Stover, Del. 

Col. Charles A. Dravo, Dist. of Col, 

Brig. Gen. Vivian B. Collins, Fla. 

Brig. Gen, John EB. Stoddard, Ga, 

Brig. Gen. Mervin G. McConnel, Idaho, 

Brig. Gen, Carlos E. Black, Il. 

Brig. Gen. Elmer F. Straub, Ind. 

Brig. Gen. Charles H. Grahl, Iowa. 

Brig. . Milton R. McLean, Kan. 

Brig. Gen. George L. McClain, Ky. 

Brig. Gen. Raymond H. Fleming, La. 

Rrig. Gen, James W. Hanson, Me. 

Maj. Gen, Milton A. Reckord, Md. 

Brig. Gen. Charles H. Cole, Mass. 

Col. John 8S. Bersey, Mich. 

Brig. Gen, Ellard A. Walsh, Minn. 

Brig. Gen. John A. O'Keefe, Miss. 

Brig. Gen. Lewis M. Means, Mo. 

Maj. Gen. Herbert J. Paul, Neb. 

Brig. Gen. Jay H. White, Nev. 

Brig. Gen, Charles W. Howard, N. H. 

Brig. Gen. William A. Higgins, N. J. 

Brig. Gen. Walter G. Robinson, N, Y. 

Brig. Gen. J, Van B. Metts, N. C. 

Brig. Gen. Heber L. Edwards, N. D. 

Brig. Gen. Emil F. Marx, Ohio. 

Maj. Gen. Charles F. Barrett, Okla. 

Maj. Gen, George A. White, Ore. 

Brig. Gen. Frederick B. Kerr, Pa. 

Maj. John A. Wilson, Puerto Rico. 

Brig. Gen. James C. Dozier, 8. C. 

Brig. Gen. Edwin C. Coffey, 8. D. 

Brig. Gen. Raymond O. Smith, Tenn. 

Brig. Gen. Carl BP. Nesbitt, Tex. 

Brig. Gen. Hebert T. Johnson, Vt. 

Brig. Gen, Samuel G. Waller, Va. 

Brig. Gen. Maurice Thompson, Wash. 

Brig. Gen. Wm. L. Horner, W. Va. 

Brig. Gen. Ralph M. Immell, Wise. 

Brig. Gen. Rhodolph L. Hsmay, Wye. 





Approve Warrant Pay Bill 


The House Military Affairs Committe 
this week approved legislation to gral! 
to Army warrant officers the | ? 
pay of commissioned officers. 

Under the bill, warrant officers would 
receive an increase in pay by allowing 
them longevity pay as provided in 
National Defense Act of 192%, 
amended two years later. By the Pay Ad 
of 1922, the longevity pay of warrant ® 
cers was placed on the same pasis as et 
listed men, and measures have iy 
pressed in the years since to restore A 
higher rate. The bill is opposed by : 
War Department on the ground that an 
increase in pay for any group iB + 
Army should only be granted after ! 
whole pay situation is reconsidered. 





Negroes In Army 

Representative Hamilton Fish as it 
troduced legislation providing for a> | 
pointment of two Negro cadets to 
Military Academy in each year bY 
President, to provide for the organi 
of the Negro troops of the Army 
division and to provide for the A 
ment of Negro officers and enlisted me 
all branches of the Army. 
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per cent with 75 per cent reenliy 
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Report GSC Bill 


The House Military Committee this 
reported out favorably the bill to 
eligibility for General Staff Duty 
qd the bill to permit the use of appro- 

tions for national guard caretakers to 
ie used (up to 10%) for clerical hire. 

Maj. Gen. Milton A. Reckord, chairman 
of the legislative committee of the Na- 
tional Guard Association, appeared be- 
fore the committee and gave brief testi- 
pony. The bills were approved by the 
War Department. The General Staff 
Corps bill was amended at the request of 
Vaj. Gen. Kilbourne, USA-Ret., to include 
oficers on duty with the Reserve Officers 
Training Corps among those eligible for 
General Staff assignment. 

In reporting out the General Staff Bill 
the committee said: 

Particular attention is directed to section 
of the National Defense Act which reads: 
“etual command of troops.” The words “ac 
tual command of troops” have been legally 
interpreted to apply to those officers who are 
ip fact, by orders and by rank, the actual 
commanding officers of the various units of 
troops. Thus, in a regiment of Infantry, tha 
oly officers in “actual command of troops” 
are the colonel of the regiment, the majors 
commanding the battalions, and the captains 
ommanding the companies. The lieutenant 
colonel of the regiment, the adjutant, the 
training officer, the intelligence officer, and 
other staff officers of the regiment, as well as 
the corresponding staff officers of the bat- 
talion, are not in “actual command of troops.” 

The same situation is true with respect to 
all officers charged with the training and tac 
tial handling of troops in the headquarters 
of brigades and divisions with the sole ex- 
ception of the brigade and division com- 
manders themselves. For instance, in the 
ame regiment there might be two majors of 
equal qualifications and ability, one of whom 
wight be in command of a battalion and the 
other of whom might be the regimental plans 
aod training officer charged with drawing up 
and supervising the training plans of the 
whole regiment. The major who commanded 
the battalion would be in “actual command of 
troops” and would thereby be available to be 
detailed in the General Staff Corps. On the 
other hand, the major who was assigned to 
wake the plans for the training and operation 
of the regiment would not be in “actual com, 
mand of troops,” and he would thereby not 
be available for duty in the General Staff 
Corps, although, he might by experience be 
better fitted for such duty than the major 
commanding the battalion. 

In order to remedy this situation, the bill 8. 
400 proposes to add to the existing require- 
ment “in actual command of” the modifying 
requirement “or on duty other than General 
Steff duty, with troops of one or more of the 
combatant arms.” This additional provision 
will permit the detail on General Staff duty, 
it otherwise qualified and eligible under the 
law, of officers, such as have been illustrated 
above in the example given for a regiment of 
Infantry, who do the same or even more diffi- 
cult work with combat troops but are not 
among the limited number who now are the 
only ones legally in “actual command of 
troops.” Under this additional language, the 
only officers added to the list of those avail- 
ible for General Staff duty would be those 
oficers “on duty” with combat troops but 
whose combat duties are not in “actual com- 
mand of” combat troops. These officers would 
still have to serve 2 years on duty with com- 
bat troops before they could be placed on 
General Staff duty. 

, "he only other change in existing law which 
—e proposes to make is found in the 
pester language: “or as instructor with 
be National Guard or Organized Reserves.” 
der existing law, these instructors are not 
‘ong the officers who are available for Gen- 
‘ral Staff duty although among them are 
pn highly qualified and otherwise eligible 
wan, The fact that they are not available 
the — for General Staff duty is due to 
pnd er fact that they are not in “actual 
enn of troops.” The fact that these 
dat 8 are not available for General Staff 
po an unnecessary hardship on the 
War Guard and Organized Reserves, the 
for the fol tment, and the officers themselves 
instruct owing reasons: The officers sent as 
t ors are carefully selected from among 
oxe Who have graduated from the variot 

wrvice schools and ge = 
list of th and in most cases are on the 
owever “- eligible for General Staff duty. 
tor with th 5 = officer serves as an instruc- 
efor’ ational Guard or Organized 
Wallable for 6 Seas of duty he is no longer 
resent law eneral Staff duty under the 
until and unless he can then serve 


for at 
tteepg 2 years in “actual command of 


The W 
sirable to po ebartment deems it highly de- 


dut @ able to place on General Staff 
tours oft officers at the time they complete 
tio uty as instructors with the Na- 
“nd Organized Reserves in order 
they artment may have the benefit of 

with and intimate knowledge of 





the problems of the National Guard and Or- 
ganized Reserves in carrying on the work of 
the General Staff. 

Furthermore, the fact that a tour of duty 
as instructor with the National Guard or Or- 
ganized Reserves will render an officer un- 
available for General Staff duty for at least 
6 years under the present law, assignment to 
National Guard and Organized Reserve duty 
is made undesirable in the opinion of a num- 
ber of highly qualified officers who otherwise 
would desire such duty. The National Guard 
Association has gone on record to the effect 
that it is strongly in favor of the proposed 
modification of the present law as embodied in 
S. 3590. 

This measure does not in any way modify 
the requirements for eligibility for General 
Staff duty. It only, and to a limited extent, 
modifies the too-restrictive present law as to 
availability for detail to General Staff duty 
and makes available for such duty a limited 
number of officers, otherwise eligible, who 
have performed the same service except in 
name and who are as efficient and experienced 
as those who fulfill the technical requirements 
of “actual command of troops.” 


Lay USS Buck’s Keel 
The keel of the destroyer, USS Buck, 
was laid in the Navy Yard, Philadelphia, 
at 2:00 p. m. on April 6, 1938. This keel- 
laying was without special ceremony. 
This ship is being named in honor of 
Master's Mate James Buck, USN. 


SSS RE see 
OBITUARIES 
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Maj. John R. Herrick, MC, USA-Ret, 
died at his home in Clearwater, Fla., 
April 2, 1938, Major Herrick had been in 
poor health for about a year. However, he 
had returned to Clearwater from Walter 
Reed General Hospital several months 
ago. Born in Peekskill, N. Y., Nov. 3, 
IS78, he attended local schools and grad- 
uated, A.B., from Amherst College in 
101.’ Ile then studied medicine and took 
his degree in medicine in 1904. This 
course was followed by degree of Doctor 
of Medicine at Cornell in 1905, For sey 
eral years he practiced medicine on Long 
Island, N. Y. On Oct, 12, 1910 he married 
Constance Braine. 

At the outbreak of the World War he 
offered his services as a medical officer, a 
member of the Officers’ Reserve Corps, 
and was sent for duty overseas, He was 
commissioned a captain of the Medical 
Corps of the Regular Army July 1, 1920, 
and he went for his first station to Camp 
Traverse, Sun Antonio, Texas. He was 
an honor graduate of the Army Medic.il 
School in Washington, D. C., in the class 
of 1922. Ile was graduated from the Ad 
vanced Course of the Army Medical 
School in 1922. He served at Ft. Leaven- 
worth and the Philippine Islands. Dur- 
ing the latter service he was Command 
ing Officer of the Post Hospital at Camp 
John Hay, Baguio, for one year. Upon 
his return from foreign service he was 
stutioned at Ft. Monroe, Va., for several 
years. After a short tour at Ft. Brady, 
Mich., he was retired on Sept. 30, 1954 
for disability in line of duty. 

Upon retirement he and Mrs. Herrick 
purchased a home at Clearwater, Fla. 
Mrs. Herrick contemplates making Clear 
water her home. 

Major Herrick was buried at Arlington 
Cemetery with full military honors on 
April 5, 1938. The Rev. John Franklin 
Carter of Williamstown, Mass., a family 
friend of long standing, performed the 
services at the grave. The honorary pall- 
bearers were Rear Adm. Arthur IP. 
Fairfield, Maj. Gen. A. HI. Sunderland, 
USA, Mr. Wallace Dempsey, Col. Doug- 
las F. Duval, Ret., Col. Howard Mc. 
Snyder, MC, Col. Henry C. Coburn, jr.. 
MC, Maj. David L. Robeson, MC, and 
Maj. Francis B. L. Myer, QMC. 

--—) _ ~ 

Mr. Herman G. Kiel, retired civilian 
employe of the Adjutant General's Office, 
War Department, Washington, D. C., died 
at Garfield Hospital, Washington, D. C., 
April 2, 1938, after a short illness. He en- 
tered the service of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s Office in 1907, and retired in 1935. 
During the last 22 years Mr. Kiel wrote 
many articles on his native state, Mis- 
souri, and had published a book on it in 
1925. He is survived by his widow, a 
daughter, Miss Helen J. Kiel, two sons, 
Capt. Henry Kiel, Inf., USA, and Paul 
Kiel, who is a graduate of the United 
States Naval Academy. 











Births « Marriages « Deaths 





(No charge for service notices in this column. Please notify promptty.) 


Born 


AMES—Born at Station Hospital, Ft. Mon 
ree, Va., April 1, 1988, to 2nd Lt. and Mrs, 
Godfrey R. Ames, CAC, USA, a son, Roland 
Chaloner Ames. 


BABIONE—Born at Mercy Hospital, San 
Diego, Calif., March 25, 1988, to Lt. and Mrs. 
Robert W. Babione, (MC), USN, a son, Wil- 
liam Peter. 


BECHTOLD — Born at Station Hospital, 
Schofield Barracks, T. H., February 24, 1938, 
to 2nd Lt. and Mrs. Edward Stephen Bech 
told, FA, USA, a daughter, Sandra Bechtold, 
granddaughter of Maj. and Mrs, J. BE, Bech 
told, Inf., USA, and Mr. and Mrs. Charles L. 
Wood. 


BERKLEY~—Born at St. Louis, Mo., March 
%, 1938, to Lt. and Mrs. William L. Berkley, 
(MC), USN, a daughter, Leland Katherine 
Berkley, 

BRAMLITT—Born at Kmory University 
Hospital, Atlanta, Ga., March 15, 1038, to Ist 
Lt. and Mrs. Charles Henry Bramlitt, MC, 
USA, a daughter, Marianna Handy Bramilitt, 
granddaughter of Capt. Robert M. Bramlitt, 
USA-Ret. 


BURGER -Born at Georgetown University 
Hospital, Washington, D. C., April 5, 1988, to 
Capt. and Mrs. Joseph C. Burger, (MC), 
USN, a daughter, Eleanor Sedgewick. 


CAMPBELL — Born at Norfolk Naval Hos 
pital, Portsmouth, Va., March 22, 1938, to Lt. 
(jg) and Mrs, Clifford M. Campbell, USN, a 
daughter. 


CARTER— Born at Touro lafirmary, New 
Orleans, La., April 2, 1938, to Ist Lt. and Mrs. 
William Arnold Carter, jr.. CE, USA, a daugh 
ter, Linda Carter, granddaughter of Brig. 
Gen, Edward L, Munson, USA-Ret, 


CURLEY—-Born at Norfolk Naval Hospital, 
Portsmouth, Va., March 8, 1988, to Lt. (jg) 
and Mrs, Kyran EB. Curley, USN, a daughter. 


DUNN— Born at Colon Hospital, Colon, Re 
public De Panama, March 25, 1938, to Capt. 
and Mrs. Theodore L. Dunn, Inf., USA, a 
son, Theodore Russ Dunn, 


FERGUSON~—-Born at Norfolk Naval Hos 
pital, Portsmouth, Va., March 9, 1938, to Lt. 


(jz) and Mrs. James D. Ferguson, USN, a 
daughter, 
HEITMAN——-Lorn at Station Hospital, West 


Point, N. Y., April 6, 1938, to Ist Lt. and Mrs, 
Charles L. Heitman, jr., FA, USA, a daughter, 
Tucker Heitman, granddaughter of Maj. and 
Mrs, G. W. Spoerry, Inf., USA, and Mrs, C, L. 
Heitman, Spokane, Wash. 


KOCH—Born at Norfolk Naval Hospital, 
Portsmouth, Va., March 13, 10388, to Lt. (jg) 
ond Mrs. George I’. Koch, USN, a son. 


OLIVER Born at Philadelphia, Pa., 
March 24, 1038, to Ens. and Mrs. W. EK. Oliver, 
USN, a daughter, Nancy Elizabeth Oliver, 
niece of Lt. and Mrs. R, M. Oliver, USN, 
granddaughter of Comdr, and Mrs, EB. M., 
Pace, USN. 

PARHAM-—Born at Norfolk Naval Hows 
pital, Portsmouth, Va., March 15, 1038, to Lt. 
(jz) and Mrs. J. C. Parham, USN, a son. 


PERKINS — Born at William Beaumont 
General Hospital, El Paso, Tex., March 29, 
1938, to Ist Lt. and Mrs, David Mural Perkins, 
VA, USA, a daughter, Ann Coffield Perkins, 


PIRAM—Born at Tripler Hospital, Hono 
lulu, T. H., Feb. 17, 1938, to Ist Lt. and Mrs. 
J. S. Piram, CAC, USA, a daughter, Vicki 
Ifelen Piram. 


REEDY—Born at Norfolk Naval Hospital, 
Portsmouth, Va., March 1, 1988, to Lt. (eg) 
and Mrs. James R. Reedy, USN, a daughter. 


SLADE— Born at Norfolk General Hospital, 
Norfolk, Va., March 15, 1938, to Lt. and Mrs. 
Il. F. Slade, USCG, a son, 


STKEKTER--Born at William Beaumont 
General Hospital, Kl Paso, Tex., March 29, 
1938, to 2nd Lt. and Mrs. Hilwert Schuyler 
Streeter, Cav., USA, a daughter, Jo Virginia 
Streeter. 


Married 


HILL-DAVISON Married at New Haven, 
Conn., March 25, 1938, Mrs. Donna Greene 
Davison, to Capt. William Hardy Hill, FA, 
USA. 

McLAREN-JOHNSON- Married at Pensa 
cola, Fla., April 1, 1938, Mrs, Martita Brennan 
Johnson, to Ens. William F, McLaren, USN. 


SHERBURNE-WAGONER —- Married at 
Lebanon, Ind., March 28, 1938, Miss Mildred 
Evelyn Wagoner to Henry Newton Sherburne, 











son of Col. and Mrs, Thomas L. Sherburne, 
Cay., USA. 


SMITH-TOULON—Married at Ft. Myer, 
Chapel, April 2, 1938, Miss Dorothy Toulon, 
daughter of Capt. Alfred J. Toulon, (MC), 
USN, to Lt. (jg) Jerome Frost Smith, (MC), 
USN. 

TROUT-BLESSING — Married at Great 
Lakes, Il., March 30, 1938, Miss Muriel Bless- 
ing, daughter of Chief Mach, and Mrs, G. J. 
Blessing, USN, to 2nd Lt. Robert J. Trout, 
Inf., USA, 


Died 


BITTEKMAN—Died at Mt. Vernon, N. Y., 
a 2, 1938, Maj. Theodore Bitterman, USA- 
Ret. 


BJORLING Died at 
brooklyn, N. Y., March 25, 
Bjorling, USN-Ret. 


BLACKWOOD 
Santa Barbara, 
Adm. Norman 
USN-Ret, 


BOYD—Died in airplane crash, near Lyn 
haven Inlet, Va., April 5, 1988, Aviation Cadet 
Charles Hamilton Boyd, USNR. 


BURKE—lDied in airplane crash in Lake 
Erie, near Ashtabula, Ohio, April 4, 1088, Lt. 
Kevin Burke, Air-Res, 


BURNS—Died at San Diego, Calif., April 
1, 1938, Lt. Col. William F. Burns, USA-Ret,. 


COCHRANE—Died at Station Hospital, Ft. 
Hayes, Columbus, Ohio, Mrs. Willlam §#. 
Cochrane, mother of Mrs, Edward D, Ardery, 
wife of Col, Edward Db. Ardery, CK, USA. 


FROME—Died near Pecos, Tex., April 3, 
1038, Mrs. Weston C. Frome, mother of Mrs. 
Benjamin L. MeMakin, wife of 2nd Lt, Ben 
jamin L. MeMakin, USMC, 


FROME—Died near Pecos, Tex., April 3, 
1938, Miss Nancy Frome, sister of Mrs. Me 
Makin, wife of 2nd Lt. Benjamin L. MeMakin, 
USMC, 

HERRICK~ Died at Clearwater, Fla., April 
2, 1058, Maj. John R, Herrick, USA-Ret. 


HUBERT Died at Washington, D. C., 
April 4, 1988, Set. Wilmer Wallace Hubert, 
USA, 


JAMISON Died at Mt, Alto Hospital, 
Washington, PD. C., April 1, 1088, Sgt. John 
L.. Jamison, USA-Ret, 

KIEL—Died at Garfield Hospital, Wash 
ington, D. C., April 2, 1988, Mr. Herman G. 
Kiel, father of Capt. Henry Kiel, Inf., USA, 
and Paul Kiel, graduate of USNA, 

LEE—Died at Washington, D. C., April 3, 
1938, Capt. Frederick Lee, FA-Res, 

MATHER—Died at Milton, Mass., March 
24, 1038, Mrs, Walter I. Mather, mother of 
Lt, Comdr, P. L. Mather, USN, and LA, D, 1. 
Mather, USNR, 

OLBERG Died at 
April 4, 1938, Maj. C, BR. Olberg, Inact-Res, 

PALMERTON—Died at Station Hospital, 
Governors Island, N. Y., recently, Sgt. Harlay 
Palmerton, Inf., USA, 

PAYNE—Died at Charlottesville, Va., April 
3, 1938, Col. Brooke Payne, USA-Ret, 

RIDGLEY Died at Washington, D. C., 
March 30, 1038, Mra, Mildred Ridgley, widow 
of Sat. Noah Ridgley, USA. 

ROBERTS. Died at Monroe, Ga., March 28, 
1938, Mra. W. H. Roberts, mother of Mra. 
Smith, wife of Chief Pay Clerk G, B. Smith, 
jr., USMC, 

SCHMIDT Died at New Haven, Conn., 
March 27, 1938, Miss Joanna Moesch Schmidt, 
ANC, USA. 

WILLIAMS 


Naval Hespital, 
1038, Ens. John 


Died at Cottage Hospital, 
Callf., April 1, 19388, Rear 
Jerome Blackwood, (MC), 


Washington, BD. C., 


Died at Quantico, Va., March 


29, 19388, Ch. Pharm, Mate Omar Ray Wil 
liams, USN. 
WINDSOR Died at Washington, D. C., 


April 1, 1958, Capt. James H. Windsor, Ord.- 
Res, 

WOLF Died at Ft. Lewis, Washington, 
April 5, 1938, 2nd Lt. Harold W. Wolf, FA, 
USA. 

woop Died at the Naval 
Annapolis, Md., March 26, 1938, Lt. 
William Wood, (MC), USN-Ret. 
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Financial Digest 


Business is awaiting with keen concern 
the decision of the President in respect 
of the policy the Government will pursue 
to arrest the recession. The Vice Presi- 
dent and other leaders are urging him to 
(1) announce he will not inaugurate fur- 
ther reform legislation and will abandon 
wage-hour legislation; (2) postpone until 
the next Congress the transmission of his 
anti-monopoly proposals, and (3) hold ex- 
penditures to the minimum for relief and 
work relief, It is the belief of the authori- 
ties pressing these bases of governmental 
policy that their adoption, coupled with 
the enactment of the “Business Tax” bill 
now before the Senate, will restore busi- 
ness confidence, promote borrowing, now 
at a tow ebb, for industrial expansion, and 
result in employment. Opposed to the 
Vice President and other leaders, are the 
present members of the Brain Trust, Cor- 
coran and Cohen, Hopkins and THender- 
son, Berle and Tugwell. They hold that 
just as expenditure and reform worked 
satisfactorily to lift the United States out 
of the depression of 1929-33, so they would 
work satisfactorily now and bring the 
same effective results, The President has 
not yet indicated the course he will pur- 
sue, but no one would be surprised should 
he regard his Brain Trusters as wiser 
than the conservatives and adopt their 
advice, A straw showing how the wind is 
blowing was the revelation of figures pre- 
pared by Relief analysts estimating that 
the billion dollar proposal of the Presi- 
dent for relief during the next fiscal year 
will last only until next January, and that 
for the balance of the fiscal year, another 
billion will be required. On his way to 
Washington from Warm Springs, the 
President conferred with Mr. Cohen and 
Assistant Attorney General Jackson re- 
garding his monopoly message. While the 
Administration is apparently making no 
organized effort to induce the Senate to 
vote down the recommendation of the 
Senate Finance Committte for the elimi- 
nation of the Surplus Profits Tax, and the 
“Third Basket” tax, and the sharp modi- 
fication of the Capital Gains tax, it is 
known to be insisting that the House 
stand by the provisions of the bill which 
it passed. There is agreement between 
the President and the Congressional lead- 
ers that relief must be provided for the 
railroads, It is altogether probable they 
will differ on the methods to adopt to 
furnish such relief. During the week, the 
President revealed to the press his oppo- 
sition to a proposal by railroad manage- 
ment and labor that the Federal Govern- 
ment temporarily subsidize the carriers in 
order to keep men at work. The Presi- 
dent realizes that some roads must be 
put “through the wringer” in order to re- 
duce top-heavy capital structures, but to 
do so might affect some large insurance 
companies and banks which have large 
holdings of railroad securities. His mes- 
sage will go to Congress probably next 
Tuesday. There having been enacted au- 
thority for the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation to make loans to business up 
to 1.5 billions, it is likely advances will be 
made to the roads. Further complicating 
the business situation is the public fear 
that the Executive Reorganization bill 
will place too much power in the hands of 
the President. Mr, Roosevelt sought to 
alleviate this feeling by declaring he had 
no desire to be or qualifications to act as 
Dictator. The declaration contained in a 
letter to an unnamed correspondent failed 
to lessen the opposition but rather in- 
creased it, and throughout the week the 
liouse has been debating the measure. The 


chances are the House finally will give it 
approval, but amendments wrenched from 
the Adminstration have materially re- 
duced Presidential authority. A subcom- 
mittee of the House Labor Committee has 
adopted a new wage-hour bill, providing 
for a graduated minimum wage, and a 
work week, ranging from 40 to 48 hours, 
but no one anticipates favorable action be- 
fore the close of the session expected for 
the middle of May. In Treasury quarters 
careful attention is being paid to the fi- 
nancial situation in France. The Treasury 
Department is doing what it can, in con- 
junction with Great Britain, to stabilize 
the franc, but it is expected the Paris 
Government will withdraw sooner or 
later from the Tripartite Monetary agree- 
ment, and control its own exchange. The 
small majority by which Premier Blum 
carried his drastic financial proposals 
through the Chambre des Deputes fore- 
casts its defeat in the Senate, and there is 
talk in Paris of a change of Government. 
Contributing to this liklihood is the 
sweeping success of the Franco insurgents 
in Spain. Capt. Edward R. Stettinius, 
jr., a World War Veteran, whose father 
was a Morgan partner and 2d Assistant 
Secretary of War and Representative of 
the United States on the Inter-Allied 
Munitions Council, has succeeded Myron 
(. Taylor as Chairman of the Board of 
the United States Steel Corporation. At 
a meeting in New York, the stockholders 
of the Corporation voted to increase the 
common stock from 12,500,000 shares to 
15,000,000 shares of common stock no par 
value. The Radio Corporation of America 
at its annual stock holders meeting 
udopted a resolution praising the manage- 
ment, which reported a net income for 
1987 of $9,024,858. 





Merchant Marine 

Director Daniel S. Ring, of the Divi- 
s‘on of Maritime Personnel, United 
States Maritime Commission, this week 
emphasized the fact that the Maritime 
Commission, in inaugurating its Mer- 
chant Marine Cadet Training Plan on 
March 15, does not contemplate in any 
— the opening of an “employment ser- 
vice.” 

Director Ring said that the applica- 
tions received thus far from young men 
desirous of entering into the Merchant 
Murine Cadet Training Plan evidenced 
a high type of applicant. 

Striking out at the old policy of mer- 
chant liners accepting young men as 
cadets who had no other interest in the 
sea than a free trip around the world 
during summer vacation, he said that 
this policy would be abandoned and cited 
the large number of high grade appli- 
cants. Ile also declared that the sea 
still held a place in the heart of American 
youth and that the Maritime Commission 
was going to make every effort to see to 
it that they were given an opportunity 
to make the sea a career. 

The Maritime Commission is merely at- 
tempting to provide a plan whereby com- 
petent merchant marine officers can be 
trained so that they may go out and seek 
jobs in America’s merchant fleet. The 
Maritime Commission will not undertake 
to assure graduates of the Cadet Plan 
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of a job, but will certify as to their abil- 
ities and qualifications. 

Young men interested in applying for 
entrance into the Cadet Plan should 
write directly to the United States Mari- 
time Commission in Washington. 





Urges Civilian Coaches 

It was revealed in Washington this 
week that the Navy is considering 
abandoning the policy of alumni coached 
teams ut the Naval Academy. 

It is understood that Lt. Tom Hamil- 
ton, USN, recently coach of the Acad- 
emy eleven, has written a letter to the 
Bureau of Nuvyigation calling attention 
to the fact that an officer who puts in a 
tour of duty coaching at the Academy 
of necessity forfeits a great deal of time 
that should be devoted to better fitting 
himself for a navul career. 

Exactly what steps will be taken is 
unknown at this time, but observers be- 
lieve that Lieutenant Ilamilton’s recom- 
mendation that civilian coaches be ap- 
pointed will be accepted. 

According to newspaper reports, 
Lieutenant Ilamilton believes that three 
straight losses to the Army might leave 
an indelible impression on the minds of 
high-ranking naval officers who might be 
called upon to pass upon such an of- 
ficer’s fitness for promotion. 


Board of Engineers 
Col. Jarvis J. Bain, CE, has been ap 
pointed a member of the Board of Engi- 
neers for Rivers and Harbors, vice Col. 
Earl I. Brown, CE, relieved, effective 
April 6, 1938. 


. 
Status of Promotion 
ARMY PROMOTION STATUS 
Promotions and Vacancies on the Promotion 
List (Cumulative) since April 1, 1938 

Last promotion to the grade of Colonel 
Robert E. Guthrie, CAC, No. 31. Last nomi- 
nation to the grade of Colonel—Hollis LeR. 
Muller, CAC, No, 37. Vacancies—None. Senior 
Lieutenant Colonel—Eli E. Bennett, CAC, No. 
38. 

Last promotion to the grade of Lieutenant 
Colonel—Hardin C. Sweeney, Inf., No, 48, Last 
nomination to the grade of Lieutenant Colonel 

-Howard J. Houghland, AC, (temp. Lt. Col.) 
No. 57. Vacancies—None, Senior Major—John 
J. Bohn, Cav., No. 58, 

Last proomtion to the grade of Major — 
Edwin F. Carey, AC, No. 73. Last nomination 
to the grade of Major—Earl G. Welsh, Inf., 
No, 86. Vacancies—None. Senior Captain - 
Albert C. Donovan, FA, No. 87. 

Last promotion to the grade of Captain— 
Joseph G. Hopkins, AC, No. 3490. 

Last promotion to the grade of Ist Lieuten- 
ant—John B. Richardson, jr., Inf., No. 1953. 
Non-Promotion List 

Maj. William D. Fleming, Medical Corps, 
promoted to lieutenant colonel. 

Ist Lt. John H. Rust, 3d, Veterinary Corps, 
promoted to captain. 

Chaplain (Major) Harry D. Southard, USA, 
promoted to the grade of HNeutenant colonel. 


Enlisted Promotion Status 
There are published below promotions made 
during the period between March 10, 1938 and 
April 6, 1988, in the grades and branches in 
which promotions are made by the chief of 
the Arms or Service indicated. 





Quartermaster Corps 
Maj. Gen. Henry Gibbins, the Qug, 


Promoted to Staff Sergeant 

cuenta (B&C), Arnold J. Cremer (Rmt), 
Medical Corps 

Maj. Gen. C,. R. Reynolds, the sg, 





Breaux. 
Promoted to Staff Sergeant 
Kdward G. Streidel. 
Finance Department 
Maj. Gen. Fred W. Boschen, C. of F, 
No promotions. 
Corps of Engineers 
Maj. Gen. Julian Schley, C. of £, 
No promotions. 
Ordnance Department 
Maj. Gen. William W. Tschappat, C. of 6 
Promoted to Master Sergeant 
son, 
Promoted to Technical Sergeant 
Promoted to Staff Sergeant 
Allyn. 
Signal Corps 
Maj. Gen. J. O. Mauborgne, the C80, 
Promoted to Master Sergeant 
Reeser. 
Promoted 
Blake. 
Promoted to 
Snell, Ronald G, Foulke. 
Chemical Warfare Service 
Maj. Gen. Walter C. Baker, C, of CWS 
No promotions, 
Coast Artillery Corps 
Maj. Gen. A. H. Sunderland, C. 
No promotions. 
| Air Corps 
| 
| 


to Technical 





of CA 


Maj. Gen. Oscar Westover, C. of AC. 
Promoted to Master Sergeant—Chester 
Smith. 
Promoted to Technical Sergeant—George! 
Jones, Charles M. Cross. 
——0o 
MARINE CORPS PROMOTION STATUS 
April 7, 1938 
Last commissioned Last to make num 
Major General 
Louis McC, Little Louis McC, Litt 
Brigadier General 
James J. Meade James J, Mest 





Colonel 
Maurice EK. Shearer 
Lieutenant Colonel 
John T. Walker John T. Walker 


Oliver Flos! 


Major 
Edwin J. Farrel 
Captains 


Edwin J. Farrell 


Albert J. Keller Albert J. Keller 
First Lieutenant 
John E. Weber John E, Webtt 





THE MECHANICS BANK 


= 


MERCHANT MARINE 






Promoted to Technical Sergeant —Donaldy 
Davis (B&C), Winfield E. Safford (B&C 
John H. Shehan (Rmt), Saturino Rosado ¢ 
Mariano Lan 













Promoted to Technical Sergeant—Numy } 





Edgar ¥ 
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Army Orders 
(Continued from Page 711) 

ist Lt. Cyril J. Letzelter, from Vancouver 

pks., Wash. 

jst Lt. Donald L. Durfee, prior orders re- 

wked, from Inf. School, Ft. Benning, 

July 15, to 28th Inf., Ft. Niagara, N. Y. 

Following officers to duty as student, Inf. 

ghool, Ft. Benning, Ga., from station indi 

cated : 

ond Lt. Edward M. Harris, from Pres, of 

§. F. 

ond Lt. George B. O'Connor, from Ft. George 

Wright, Wash. 

ond Lt. Charles W. G. Rich, from Vancouver 

Bks., Wash. 


Ga., | 


ond Lt. John C. Stapleton, from Ft. George | 


Wright, Wash. 
md Lt. Earl F. Holton, from Ft. Benning, 


Oa Lt. Joseph G. Focht, from Randolph 
rid., Tex., to temp. duty Ft. Moultrie, S. C., 
thence to duty with 65th Inf., San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. 


AIR CORPS 
yAJ. GEN. OSCAR WESTOVER, C. of AC 
(ol. Henry W. Harms (Lt. Col.), from Army 
War College, D. C., to Off. Chief of AC, Wash., 


C. 
a Col. William E. Farthing (Maj.), de- 
tailed to decorations board, Vice Col. Horace 
F. Spurgin, CAC, relieved, 

lt. Col. Hubert R. Harmon, detailed in 
gsc, from Army War College, D. C., to War 
Dept. Gen, Staff. 

Following officers from Army 
College, D. C., to station indicated: 
Maj. Don L. Hutchins (Capt.), to chief Ma- 
trie Div., AC, Wright Fid., Dayton, Ohio. 
Maj. John A. Laird, jr. (Capt.), to Wright 
Fid., Ohio. 

Maj. Edward M. Powers (Capt.), to Wright 
Fid., Ohio. 

Maj. Malcolm S. Lawton (Capt.), to San 
Antonio Air Depot, Duncan Fid., San Antonio, 
Tex. 

Maj. Clarence P. Kane (Capt.), to Wright 
Pid., Ohio. 

Maj. Shiras A. Blair, to Langley Fld., Va. 
Maj. Robert T. Zane (Capt.), to Langley 
Fid., Va. 

Following officers from Army War College, 
D.C, to station indicated: 

Maj, Alfred J. Lyon, to Wright Fid., Ohio. 
Maj. John Y. York, jr., to Maxwell Fid., 
Ala. 

Maj. Warren R. Carter (Capt.), 
Chief of AC, D. C. 

Maj. Harry A. Johnson (Capt.), to Chanute 
Pid., TH. 

Maj. Austin W. Martenstein (Capt.), to office 
of Chief of AC, D. C. 

— Lawrence P. Hickey, to Selfridge Fid., 
ich, 

Maj. John DeF. Barker (Capt.), to C. and 
6. 8. School, Ft. Leavenworth, Kans., as In- 
stractor. 

Maj. Clayton L. Bissell (Capt.), from 
Mitchel Fid., N. Y., to Naval War College, 
Newport, R. I., July 5, as student. 

Maj. Idwal H. Edwards, from Army War 
College, D. C., detailed in GSC, to War Dept. 
General Staff, July 1. 
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Following officers from station indicated, to 
duty as student AC Tactical School, Maxwell 
Pid, Ala., sail S. F., Aug. 16: 

Maj. Ray G. Harris (Capt.), from Ingle- 
wood Calif. 

Maj. Clarence B. Lober (Capt.), from Ft. 
lewis, Wash. 

Maj. Joseph 'T. Morris (Capt.) from Rock- 
well Air Dept., Calif. 

A a A. J. Kerwin Malone, March F!d., 


cat: Russell J. Minty, Rockwell Air Depot, 
anf, 


Capt. Julian B. Haddon, from Army In- 
dustrial College, D. C., to Maxwell Fld., Ala. 
Following officers from stations indicated to 
Ac _ School, Maxwell Fid., Alabama, 
_ James B. Burwell, Randolph Fid., 


cit Archibald Y. Smith, Langley FId., 


Capt, Townsend Griffiss, now at Maxwell 
d., Alabama. 


It Lt. Ww y, » ™ 
Toked, Wilson H. Neal, prior orders re 


lst Lt. William A. R. Robertson, from Ft. 
4 awerth, Kans., to temp. duty Mitchel 
» Long Island, N. Y., thence to Philippine 

a} sail N. Y., Sept. 9. 

ene Aubry L. Moore, from Hamilton Fd., 

“y to AC tactical school, Maxwell Fid., 

tat student, Sept. 13. 

mt ut. Austin A. Straubel, from Ft. Lewis, 
» to AC tactical school, Maxwell F1d., 
13, as student, 


ron Lester 8S. Harris, prior orders re- 


Chapl i wy D. Souther 

a Plain Harry D, Southar (Maj.), to Lt. 
a April 4. 

Ui Ca Villiam D. Fleming, MC, promoted to 
My eo™ April 6. 


erbert K. Moore, VC, promoted to 
rm from April. 
Majer Stuart G. Smith, MC, promoted to 
, from April 1. 











U. S. COAST GUARD 








On Wednesday, April 6, the Senate 
passed the bill S 2206, which provides for 


a Coast Guard Reserve similar to the 
Fleet Naval Reserve. 
The bill is opposed by the Treasury 


Department, and Rear Adm. Russell R. 
Waesche, Commandant of Coast Guard, 
recently transmitted to the service a let- 
ter in which he objected to the bill and 
in wh'ch he condemned “political activi- 
ties” of the Coast Guard personnel seek- 
ing to assure its passage. 

When first brought before the Senate 
for consideration, the bill provided for 
the transfer of enlisted men, upon their 
own application, to the Fleet Naval Re- 
serve after 20 years’ service. Senator 
Walsh, of Mavs., objected to the bill in 
that form. When brought before the Sen- 
ate on Wednesday, the bill had 
amended to overcome his objection. “My 
objection is one that was presented to me 
by the Navy Department,” said Senator 
Walsh. “Because of certain inequalities 
that developed, they did not desire to 
have the retired men of the Coast Guard 
transferred to the Naval Reserve.” 

The bill as it now stands provides for 
the creation of a Coast Guard Reserve, 
under approximately the same _ condi- 
tions as the Fleet Naval Reserve. En- 
listed men would be permitted to trans- 
fer to the Coast Guard Reserve on half 
pay upon completion of 20 years’ service, 
and at the end of ten years on this re- 
serve list they would be entitled to the 
same pay and retirement privileges as 
men who stayed on active duty for 30 
years. They would be required to put in 
2 months’ active duty during each four 
year period on the reserve. 

Fire Losses 

The Senate Committee on Commerce 
has reported favorably on a bill, S 3540, 
which provides for the reimbursement 
of Coast Guard personnel who lost per- 
sonal property in the fire that destroyed 


Ist Lt. Charles J. Farinacci, MC, promoted 
to Captain, from April 1. 

1st Lt. John H. Rust, 3rd VC, promoted to 
Captain, from April 4. 


TRANSFERS 


Capt. Thomas M. Tiernan (FA), transferred 
to Finance Dept., March 30. 

Ist Lt. John A. Barclay, jr., (FA, OD, trans- 
ferred to Ordnance Dept., March 30. 


WARRANT OFFICERS 

W. O. Charles J. Wellington from Ft. Sam 
Houston, Tex., to Walter Reed General Hos- 
pital, Army Medical Center, Wash., D. C., 
for treatment. 

Following Warrant Officers from station 
indicated to duty with Adjutant General's 
Dept., Philippine Dept., at station indicated: 

W. O. John B. Hosea, from Omaha, Neb. 

W. O. John N. Randall, from Omaha, Neb. 

W. O. William Walkemeyer from Ft. Hayes, 
Ohio. 

W. O. Frank J. Fandle, from Pres. of 8. F. 

W. O. Thomas P. Churchill, from Governors 
Island, N. Y. 

W. O. Pierce F. Kimmett, from Baltimore, 
Md. 

W. O. DeWitt T. Sapp, from Atlanta, Ga. 

W. O. Richard Smith, from Omaha, Neb. 

W. O. Guy H. Crain, from Hawalian Dept., 
to Fifth CA, Ft. Hayes, Columbus, Ohio. 

W. O. Robert W. Reveley, from Hawaiian 
Dept., to 3rd CA, Baltimore, Md. 

W. O. Homer J. Grubb from Omaha, Neb., 
to Hawaiian Dept. 

W. O. Ora BE. Musgrove from Omaha, Neb., 
to Hawaiian Dept. 

Mr. Sgt. William M. Barrett, appointed as 
W. O., from Ft. Thomas, to duty with AGD, 
Ft. Hayes, Ohio. 

Tech. Sgt. Russell H. Rich, appointed as 
W. O., April 1, to Savanna Ord. Depot, UL, 
April 10. 

Mr. Sgt. Myron O. Bell, appointed as W. O., 
April 1, from Ft. Jay, N. Y., to duty with 
AGD, 2nd C. A., Governors Island, N. Y. 

Mr. Sgt. Clarence F. Grice, appointed as 
W. O., April 1, from Ft. Ruger, T. H., to Com- 
manding Gen., Hawaiian Dept., for duty with 
Adjutant General's Dept. 

W. O. Henry C. Wathen, from Hawaiian 
Dept., to Ord. Dept., GHQ, Air Force, Langley 
Fid., Va. 

W. O. David R. Boules, from Ft. Jay, N. 
Y., to Ord. Dept., Honolulu, T. H., sail N. Y., 
June 10 

W. O. William J. Mills, from March Fid., 
Calif., to QMC, Philippine Dept., sail 8. F., 
June 23. 

W. O. James Peyton, from Ft. Sam Hous- 
ton, Tex., to QMS, Philippine Dept., sail 8S. 


| 
| 


been | 





the Coquille River Coast Guard Station | 


on Sept. 27, 1936. 

The bill would benefit the following: 

Esmerald Goodman, boatswain’s mate, first 
class (lifesaving); Raymond H. Wilson, boat- 
swain’s mate, first class; Louis J. Burns, 
motor machinist’s mate, first class; Silvie 8. 
Langton, surfman; Eudorus J. Brown, surf- 
man; Kenneth G. Sherwood, surfman; Alvin 
Combs, surfman; William FE. Knight, surf- 
man; Olaaf E. Starr, surfman; and Ejner E. 
Jensen, surfman, United States Coast Guard, 
in the amounts of $110.70, $86.10, $95.10, $80.75, 
$65.60, $41.25, $54.34, $52.99, $58.55, and $40.95, 
respectively, in full settlement of any claims 
against the United States on account of losses 
sustained by them in the service. 

Treasury Recommendation 

The Treasury Department in a letter 
to the Speaker of the House, has asked 
that provisions of the Act of June 30, 
1936, which authorizes enlisted men of 
the Army to continue to draw subsistence 
and quarters allowance while confined to 
a hospital or absent from permanent sta- 
tion in duty status be amended so as to 
apply to the Coast Guard. 

The committee on Commerce of the 
Senate has also reported fayorably a bill 
to reimburse Coast Guard personnel for 
personal effects lost in a fire on the Con- 
necticut Street Pier, Seattle, Wash., on 
June 3, 1937. 

The bill would benefit the following: 

Earl K. Rhodes, lieut.; Christopher C. 
Knapp, lieut. (jg); Irving J. Stephens, leut. 
(ja); Edgar V. Carlson, lieut. (jg); Albert J. 
Carpenter, lieut. (jg); Ralph D. Dean, ens.; 
Thomas A. Ross, chief boatswain; Emil Moen, 
boatswain; Ellis F. Gradin, gunner; Obey C. 
Scott, machinist; Virgil L. McLean, pay clerk ; 
Joseph H. Chagnot, carpenter; Melvin J. 
Archambeau, chief boatswain’s mate; and 
George Wray, chief carpenter's mate, United 
States Coast Guard, in the amounts of $175, 
$358.50, $204.90, $188.25, $281.75, $107, $138.50, 
$50.50, $379.30, $40, $47.44, $80, $8, and $58, re- 
spectively, in full settlement of any claims 
against the United States on account of losses 
sustained by them in the Service. 


F., June 23. 

W. O. Frank L. Pickering, from Hawalian 
Dept., to JAG Dept., Ninth Corps Area, Pres. 
of 8. F., Calif. 

W. O. Sylvester F. Havey, from Phil. Dept., 
to duty as asst. to qm, March Fid., Calif. 

W. O. Daniel J. Perettie, from Pres. of 8. 
F., to JAG Dept., Hawaiian Dept., sail 8. 
F., July 6. 

W. 0. John Metik, assigned Hawaiian Dept., 
instead of Philippine Dept. 

W. O. Shem Bridges, Fitzsimons General 
Hospital, Denver, Colo., to pres. of the Army 
Retiring Board, Fitzsimons General Hospital. 


RETIREMENT OF ENLISTED MEN 


Retirement of following enlisted men at 
station indicated, April 30, is announced: 

Tech. Sgt. Charles Dundee, Sioux City, 
Iowa. 

Sgt. Agustin Villarino, Ft. Stotsenburg, P. 
I 


Following officers retired at station indi- 
eated, April 30: 

Sgt. Clato Cagaoan, Ft. Mills, P. TI. 

Sgt. Peter J. Murray, Atlanta, Ga., 
rank of Ist Lt. 

Sgt. Ignacio Paloma, Ft. Wm. McKinley, P. 
I 


with 


Tech. Sgt. Max Simon, Maxwell Fid., Ala- 
bama. 

Cpl. Vincente Villanueva, Ft. Wm. McKin- 
ley, P. I. 


ORDERS TO RESERVES 
Extended Active duty with AC 

2nd Lt. Clarence William Gilkes, from 
Hawalian Dept., te Commanding officer, 
March Fid., Calif., sail Honolulu, Aug. 9. 

2nd Lt. George Frederick Ranney, 
March Fld., Calif., to home, April 5. 

2nd Lt. Wilfred Retherham, to Moffett Fid., 
Calif., April 11. 

2nd Lt. Bernard Cecil Rose, to Mitchel Fid., 
N. Y., April 7. 

2nd Lt. Jay Knoblock Montgomery, 
Brooks Fid., San Antonio, Tex., April 27. 

Extended Active duty with Med. Corps. 

ist Lt. Eduardo Daniel Maldonado to sta- 
tion Hospital, San Juan, Puerto Rico, April 
10. 


from 


to 


ist Lt. Leo Joseph Butler, Med.-Res., to ac- 
tive duty April 10, to Commanding officer, 
Letterman General Hospital, 8S. F., Calif., to 
be relieved from active duty, Oct. 9, 1938. 

ist Lt. John William Linfesty, Med.-Res., 
continued on active duty at Letterman General 
Hospital, S. F., Calif., until Oct. 14. 

14 Days Active Duty 

Following officers of QM-Res. to QM Zone, 
Jeffersonville, Ind., April 11: 2nd Lt. George 
Lindon Barnes, 2nd Lt. Winfield Stewart Bar- 


tow, 2nd Lt. Carroll Edward Batts, 2nd Lt. 
Robert Lee Brown. 

Maj. Howard Clinton Deckard, Spec.-Res., 
to AC Procurement Planning Rep., Detroit, 
Mich., May 2. 

2nd Lt. Charles Ferdinand Haberstroh, 
Chem. -Res., to Edgewood Arsenal, Md., May 

Maj. Bernard Whittaker Ard-Res. to office 
Chief of Ord., Wash., D. C., May 1. 

Maj. George McQuilkin, jr., Spec.-Res., 
Philadelphia Engr. Procurement Dist, 





Capt. Melvin James Snyder, Spec.-Res., 
Philadelphia Engr, Procurement Dist. 

2nd Lt. Alexander Hamilton Willard, Engr.- 
Res., Philadelphia Engr. Procurement Dist. 

2nd Lt. Winfred DeWitt Vosbury, Engr.- 
Res., Philadelphia Engr. Procurement Dist. 

2nd Lt. Thomas Branch Alexander, Chem.- 
Res., Edgewood Md. 

Capt. Lester Gorst Orcutt, Spec.- Res., Air 
Corps procurement planning representative, 
Chicago, Tl. 

2nd Lt. George Cohen, Chem.-Res., Edge- 
wood Arsenal, Md. 

2nd Lt. Arthur Henry Williams, jr., Chem.- 
Res., Edgewood Arsenal, Md. 

Following officers of the Corps of Engineers 
Reserve, to the executive officer, Philadelphia 
Engineer Procurement District, Phila., Pa., 
for training: Maj. Jonathan Charles Hinton, 
Capt. Lester L, Lessig, Ist Lt. Henry Fischler 
Bamberger, 1st Lt. Robert Brown Grubbs. 

Lt. Col. Charles Edward Walsh, Engr.-Res. 

Capt. Valentine Fisher Spring, Spec.-Res. 

Capt. Leonard Arthur MceQuown, Ord.-Res., 
to Pittsburgh Ord. Dist. Office. 

Capt. Laurence Bryan Mangold, QM-Res., 
QM Zone, Jeffersonville, Ind. 

Ist Lt. George Ransom Henderson, QM-Res., 
Commanding officer, Reno QM Depot, Ft. 
Reno, Okla. 

2nd Lt. Claude Bernard Ashley, QM-Res., 
QM Zone, Jeffersonville, Ind. 

Ist Lt. Maurice Barnard McCullough, Spec.- 
Res., to N. Y. Signal Corps Procurement Dist., 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Ist Lt. Turner Wright Gilman, Sig.-Res., 
to Chicago Signal Corps Procurement Dist., 
Chicago, Til. 

Capt. William Brown Shirey, Chem.-Res., to 
Edgewood Arsenal, Md., April 10, 

Ist Lt. Colby William Bryden, Ord.-Res., 
to N. Y. Ordnance Dist. Office, N. Y., N. Y., 
May 9. 

2nd Lt. George Arthur Bate, Ord.-Res., to 
N. Y., Ordnance Dist. Office, N. Y., N. Y¥., May 
9 


Following officers QMC-Res., Louisville, 
Ky., to zone qm, Jeffersonville Quartermaster 
Zone, Indiana: Maj. Walter Everett McFee, 
Capt, John Marnell Slack, Ist Lt. John Stuart 
Hughes, 2nd Lt. Robert Harry Rankin. 


CLASSIFIED 


BUY - SELL - RENT - EXCHANGE 
POSITION OR HELP WANTED 


Rete: 5 cents per word; minimum $1.00. 
Forms close 5 p. m. Thursdays. Payment 
must be made before publication. Phone 
Potomac 6477. 




















FOR RENT 





Unfurnished apartment to rent, 2400 14th 
Street, N. W. (Sublet). Five unusually large 
rooms, hotel service, sacrifice rental. botomel 

. W. Jones, Army Medical Library, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 


COUNTRY HOMES 


Sacrifice Sale: Potomac River waterfront, 
beautifully sandecaped. excellent anchorage, 
fishing, oystering, three acres, eleven room 
house (excellent condition), furnished, base- 
ment, bath basin in bedrooms, electric lights, 
artesian well, cochend, parege. Poultry house. 
ra Request list and map. Leonard Snider, 
a Plata, Maryland, 











POSITION WANTED 





Lieutenant Commander, Naval Academy grad- 
uate, 47, desires position anywhere where 
abilities can be utilized. Any moderate com- 








pensation, Write Box AH Army and Navy 
Journal. 
REAL ESTATE 
SANDOZ, INC. 
Real Estate ond lasurance 


Ne. 2 DuPont Oirele Washingten, D. O. 





Eight-Acre Home, Valley of Virginia, resi- 
dence and college town, two acres bluegrass 
lawn, fine shade trees, beautiful shrubs, vari- 
ous everqresna, unusual garden with rare 
flowers; fruits, nuts, small fruits; close to 
libraries, colleges (one military), and every 
convenience of town; two national highways, 
golf course; ideal for retired officer or some- 
one seeking unique old stone home in uncity- 
fied surroundings. Could be subdivided if de- 
sired. Residents, all branches of the Service, 
educators, and business men, Inspection by 
appointment. Information from “Owner,” care 
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WD Asks Air Corps Increase 
(Continued from First Page) 


with one exception. 

Section 13a of the National Defense Act, en- 
titled “Air Corps,” in line five fixes the en- 
listed strength of the Air Corps at 16,000 en- 
listed men, including not to exceed 2,500 fly- 
ing cadets. Section 4c of the National De- 
fense Act, in its opening clause, provides that 
the President may increase or diminish the 
number of enlisted men assigned to any 
branch by not more than a total of 15 per 
centum. The effect of these two provisions 
when considered jointly authorizes a maxi- 
mum enlisted strength for the Air Corps of 
18,400 enlisted men. 

These legal authorizations were enacted in 
1926 when by further enactment the aircraft 
strength of the Air Corps was fixed at 1800 
airplanes. Since that date the authorized air- 
craft strength of the Army has been increased 
by an act of Congress and funds have been 
appropriated to acquire aircraft to the extent 
of 2,320 airplanes. It is anticipated that this 
number of airplanes will be on hand by the 
end of the fiscal year 1940. It is manifest that 
the acquisition of a greater number of air- 
planes of larger size and more complex design 
with a corresponding increase in the number 
of tactical units will require a greater number 
of enlisted men than previously authorized 
and assigned. Current estimates of the War 
Department indicate that an enlisted strength 
of approximately 21,500 will be required to 
maintain and operate the airplanes now on 
hand and those in process of procurement. 
Unless, therefore, the legal restriction on the 
authorized strength of enlisted men for the 
Air Corps is removed, the War Department 
will be unable to assign any enlisted men to 





this arm in excess of 18,400. The effect of 


such restriction is to prevent the War Depart- 
ment in peacetime from allotting sufficient 
enlisted men for the efficient operation and 
maintenance of this important arm of Na- 
tional Defense. 

For the foregoing reasons the War Depart- 
ment proposes at this time that the Congress 
enact legislation which will authorize the 
War Department to make such assignments 
as may be required from time to time with 
the maximum limit prescribed in this bill. 
The proposed legislation entails no budgetary 
commitments since the annual appropriation 
act for the support of the Regular Army pre- 
scribes the total enlisted strength of the 
Regular Army within the total authorized 
limits, 

This proposed legislation was submitted to 
the total enlisted strength of the Regular 
Army within the total authorized limits. 

This proposed legislation was submitted to 
the Bureau of the Budget which reports that 
the enactment of this proposed legislation 
would not be in conflict with the program of 
the President. 

The text of the bill follows: 

To provide more effectively for the Na- 
tional Defense by increasing the authorized 
enlisted strength of the Air Corps of the 
Regular Army. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Section 13a of the 
Act approved June 3, 1916, as amended by the 
Act approved July 2, 1926, be, and the same 
is hereby amended by striking out the words 
“sixteen thousand” in line 5 and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “twenty-one thousand 
five hundred.” 





SUBSCRIBE NOW—you can’t afford te be 
without the Army and Navy Journal. 





Increase Army Officers Strength 
(Continued from First Page) 


shall be “in no event less than 50.” 

The text of the bill as passed follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the authorized 
commissioned strength of the Regular Army, 
including the 67 general officers of the line 
as now authorized by law, shall be 14,659 of- 
ficers, of which number 1,793 shall be as- 
signed to the non-promotion-list branch in 
numbers proportionate to the numbers now 
fixed by law for such branches, and 12,799 
to the promotion-list branches in numbers 
proportionate to the numbers now designated 
by the President for such branches pursu- 
ant to law, except that the proportional in- 
creases as computed under this act for the 
Medical Administrative Corps and Veteri- 
nary Corps shall be assigned to the Dental 
Corps and that the Air Corps shall be in- 
creased so as to provide within the total of 
14,659 an authorized commissioned strength 
of 2,002: Provided, That the President may 
increase or diminish the number of officers 
assigned to any branch by not more than 
a total of 30 per cent: Provided further, That 
the additional officers authorized by this act 
shall be appointed in the lowest commis- 
sioned grade now provided by law for the 
respective branches in which appointments 
are to be made: And provided further, That 
this act shall not affect the act: approved 
August 30, 1935 (49 Stat. 1028), except that 
the total number of Reserve officers to be ap- 
pointed annually under authority of that act; 
in the combatant arms, Chemical Warfare 
Service, and the Air Corps in the grade of 
second lieutenant, Regular Army, shall be 10 
per cent of the total number authorized to be 
trained annually under appropriation acts in 
pursuance of the act of August 30, 1935, and 





The Schools listed below are effective’ 
services and this Directory is recognize 





re— SCHOOL DIRECTORY = 


equipped to care for the educational needs of the children of members of the 
as an authentic and reliable aid to service parents in solving the problem of chiia 
education. For details as to the Schools listed in this Directory, address them directly or communicate with the Army and 
Navy Journal Department of Education. 




















CALIFORNIA 


NEW JERSEY 


VIRGINIA 








Rutherford Preparatory School 


Leng Beach, California 
paration that enables a bey to stay 


‘est Point, as well as to pass entranee 
examinations. Directed by W. R, Rutherford, formerly 
educational director, Navy Department. 


3185 E. Ocean Bivd., Long Beach 
The School 


Bat. 1887 ANNA HEA for Girls 
College Preparatory and General Courses 
Accredited—East and West 
Post Graduate Department—Lower School 


Outdoor life the uo —— . 
ng Tennis 


Write for illustrated ng _ pad 
Mise Many E, Wiison, M.L,, L.H.D., Foiasiget 
2688 Channing Way, Berkeley, Calif. 


Bolid, thorough 
at Annapolis or 

















ANNAPOLIS, WEST POINT 
D RX EW COAST GUARD, FLYING 
FIELD. Brilliant success in 





Apmirat Farracut 
SUMMER CAMP 


Naval camp. July 5 to Aug. 
28, on Toms River near Bar- 
negat Bay. Sailing, naviga- 
tion, cruises, land sports. 75 
miles from N, ¥. C. Rate in- 
cludes uniform. Tutoring. 
Rear Admiral 8. 8. fi 

U. &. N. (Ret.), Supt. ote 
log. Box 25, Toms River, N. J. 








ORKUNIO 
ACADEMY N 
Fully aceredited. Prepares for eollege or business. 


Able faculty. Small classes. Supervised stu 
Lower School for small boys in nom ‘separate build. 


ing. Housemother. BR. O. T. C. build- 
ings. Inside swimming |. All athletics. 
health record Fatales 4 yr. Dr. J. 3. Wicker, 
Pres Bex D. Fork Union, Virginia. 





NEW YORK 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 








BRADEN’S 


FIFTY-FOUR vepns oF UNEARALLELEO 
SUCCESS REPARING FO 
WEST POINT and ANNAPOLIS 
Unlimited Individual] Instruction. 
Vor catalog write H. V. Van Slyke, Head- 
master. Cornwall-on-Hudson, New York. 


“WEST POINT PREP” 
Millard Preparatory School 


4 Schoo! Preparing Boys Bxclusively 
for West Point 


1918 N St. N. W. Washington, D © 
HOMER B. MILLARD, Principal 

































SCHOOL ii acid a ie | fe Anant x /ANSEESLIS 
ead all o . ™ . 
year Pre-College HIGH ‘SCHOOL course. GRAMMAR S Pera AND mae tie Twenty-four Randles 
3 saves ha me. students compete or 
tanton re arato caqem Congressional appoint- 
2901 CALIFORNIA STREET San Francisco CORNWALL, ry y ments in November and won twenty 
wo principal appointments, two first 
© mh. Ge'STANTON, Lt Colonel, 8. RB. sively for Naval “Acadoxy,” Randlen 
Graduate West Point, 1911; Instructor Dept. of Math, boys win competitive appointment 
GEORGIA West Point, 1914-17° Asst. Prof.. West Point, 1921-25 RANDLES SCHOOL 2. we  andien, ~~ 
1923 N St, N. W. Washington, D. C 
VIRGINIA : 
WEST POINT — ANNAPOLIS COLUMBIAN PREPARATORY SCHQOL 
‘reparation 
° ene VIRGINIA EPISCOPAL SCHOOL 
Georgia Military Academy LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA 


Offers 
Special courses ny for the Dxams. 
For information address 
Wm. R. Brewster—G. M. A. 
College Park, Ga. 











Prepares boys for College and University. Splendid en- 
vironment and excellent corps of teachers. gh stand- 
ard in scholarship and athletics. Healthy and beautiful 
location in the mountains of Virginia. Charges exeep- 
tionally low. For catalog apply to: 


Rev. Oscar deWolf Randolph, D. D. 
Rector 





Preparation fer West Point and As 

p Bapolis exelusively since 1909. High 

record Presidentia] and Naval Reserve 
Individual attention. 

1445 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, H.W. 
WASHINGTON, D. Oo. 









MARYLAND 





Cochran-Bryan 


The Annapolis Preparatory School 
Annapolis, Maryland 
of Naval Academy and Universi es ay rs 


years yo 
Bapolis, West Point, Coast card? Academy. Catalog on 


A faccl 


Highly Individual Instruction 
SPECIAL RATES TO THE SERVIC 








fi. Goma’ Oa het, Li. (ig) 0.8:N.-Bet. 





Fully accredited. Pre- 
ares for leading colleges, West Point and 
aval Academy. R. O. T. C. Experienced 
faculty. All sports. Twenty sons of Army and 
Navy officers enrolled during 1987-38 session. 
Catalog. Oolonel . Hudgins, 

J-2, Waynesboro, V: 








HAWAII 











PUNAHOU SCHOOL 


HONOLULU, HAWAII 
Kindergarten through high school. Coeducational. 


fasredited to all gg —F 
“acre campus, in .T.C. 
Athlet ics for all, dramatics, att, py sf we 


e@ economics. 
Patronized by the Service. 
Ninety-eighth year begins September 12, 1938. 
Add President, Punahou School 











—— 
in no event less than 50, and that any 
added to the Army under existing authorigy. 
tions shall be within the total authori, 
commissioned strength of 14,650 herein Dry. 
vided. : 

Senator Sheppard in reporting the 
measure out of the Senate Military Mf 
fairs Committee submitted a report » 
follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs ti 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3713) to». 
thorize an increase of 1,271 officers for the 
Regular Army, made necessary by increases 
in enlisted personnel and numbers and type 
of aircraft, having considered the same ». 
port favorably thereon with a recommend 
tion that it do pass. 

The present authorized officer strength of 
the Regular Army is 13,388. The number “ 
officers for which money is appropriated 4 
12,474. In 1922 the commissioned strength » 
the Regular Army was reduced to an autho. 
ized strength of 12,000. Though Congres 
since 1922 has several times increased th 
authorized officer strength of the Reguy 
Army, money has actually been approprigty 
during the past 15 years for only 474 aqq, 
tional officers, and the money for 100 of they 
has been held in administrative reser 
Therefore, the actual number of officers poy 
in the Regular Army is 12,374, or only gy 
more than there were in 1922. 

The purpose of the bill S. 3713 is to 
crease the total authorized officer strength 
the Regular Army by 1,271, thereby inerey 
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The 


strength. When the total authorized offer 
strength of 14,659 provided in this legis 
tion has been appropriated for, each brand 
of the service will have obtained appro 
mately an increase of 15 per cent in officer 
over its present number, except the Air Corps 
which will have obtained an increase of abot 
43 per cent in the number of its officers. 
The increase for the Air Corps is a matte 
of primary importance. The number sp 
fied in S. 3713 is considered to be the minimus 
number of Regular Army Air Corps offcert 
needed to operate airplanes actually on band 
or being procured under laws enacted 
Congress. The present authorized commr 
sioned strength of the Air Corps is 1,600 
ficers. For the fiscal year 1938 there has bet 


permit. y 
The committee report concluded 
quoting the text of the House com 
report and the War Department's le 
transmitting the original bill. 





Santiago de Cuba 4 
The Annual Meeting of the ment 
the Army of Santiago de Cuba Wash 
held at the Army and Navy Club, 
ington, D. C., at 4:00 P. M. on 





April 15, 1938. 


































ing the total authorized officer strength fr §vm of 
13,388 to 14,659. The yearly cost of thig a. Hw its ' 
thorization measure will depend upon th & wntati 
number of officers for which Congress maka analyze 
appropriations. The size of the yearly jp nd the 
crements to cover the 1,271 additional offcen + sia, 
authorized by S. 3713 will depend on budge ‘lt 
tary limitations and will further be go @llelt V 
erned by the War Department's desire »  ‘iderat! 
spread the total officer increase over a peril & vice! 
of years so as to avoid creation of a pro 
motion-list “hump.” At th 
The officer increase provided in this legis night 
lation is necessitated primarily to take cn ) iti 
of additional needs of the Air Corps, the ant )°™@" 
aircraft artillery program, the requiremet the Gel 
of additional officer instructors for the civilia && [he int 
components, comprising the National Guard, B dent wi 
the Organized Reserves, Reserve Officers Band rec 
Training Corps units and citizens’ military & what's | 
training camps. Furthermore, the enlisted #), woul 
strength of the Regular Army during th them wl 
past several years has been increased to 16- 
000, and there has been no proportionate i» 
crease in officer personnel to serve the tralr Maj. 
ing needs occasioned by an increased enlist BH bief of 
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allotted to the Air Corps from within thee Credit 
isting promotion-list strength of 10,684 a Navy Sel} 
of 1,430 officers. Further increase in tit crease in 
number under existing pay strengths @ tenant 
only be made by cutting the allotment ¢ ti Als w 
other branches, which would adversely eng give 
fect the efficiency of the balance of the Arm USN, Ve 
8. 3713 proposes to increase the autherizi him powe 
for the Air Corps by 442. The proposed #8 
thorized total of 2,092 officers for the 4* It is ne 
Corps represents the requirements as vist! program 
ized at this time for Regular Army pilots a! May of ( 
for the necessary command, staff, train tie m et 
and supply overhead of the Air Corps. a but 
This measure is recommended by the W# Mf “al progr 
Department for enactment into law, and ith® Hf lend q gy 
the approval of the Bureau of the Bud#' BWillarg ¢, 
The committee, upon study of this matter, be ‘ampaign 
found that the total increased officer streng 
authorized by 8S. 3713 represents the mit Chief 
mum strength necessary to meet exis, 0 US ( 
Army requirements. The committee has thet rank © 
fore reported this legislation favorably * wee the 
has recommended its passage. After ™ \aval (oy 
study of the situation, the committee BY tend your 
reached the further conclusion that the ® Bmirais yw; 
ditional officers authorized in this bill - Standley 
be brought into the service as rapidly ® P 
budgetary and administrative policies ™ Stee 





